


t Me 


Theology Library 


SCHOOL OF THEOLOGY 
AT CLAREMONT 
California 





Bia ak 
se os 


ia ae 


ae 


oie Sy 
ore ar 


= 


as 
Ae 


5 : 
ag 





Theology ne 
SCHOOL OF THEOLOCY 


~ AT CLAREMONT 
California 





THEOLOGICAL TRANSLATION LIBRARY 


VOL, XXI. 
WEINEL’S ST PAUL 


HX 


55 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2021 with funding from 
Kahle/Austin Foundation 


https://archive.org/details/stoaulmanhiswork0000wein 


wr PAUL 


THE MAN AND HIS WORK 


Pit 
oe) 


La A 


ya 
oT 


hk 
A 


BY 


H. WEINEL 


PROFESSOR EXTRAORDINARY OF THEOLOGY IN THE UNIVERSITY OF JENA 


Translated by 
THE REv. G. A. BIENEMANN, M.A. 


And edited by 
THE REv. W. D. MORRISON, LL.D. 


WILLIAMS & NORGATE 
14 HENRIETTA STREET, COVENT GARDEN, LONDON 
NEW YORK: G. P. PUTNAM’S SONS 
1906 





PREFACE 


Tue greater part of this book appeared last year as a 
series of articles in the ‘‘ Christliche Welt.” In answer 
to repeated requests, I have determined to recast 
these articles and publish them as a book. There 
is scarcely a page which has not been changed more 
or less, and two entire chapters, “The Theologian ” 
and “The Man,” have been added. I was more 
especially inclined to undertake this work because 
this book forms a necessary supplement to my Jesus 
in the Nineteenth Century, for it shows how the 
Gospel came to make that concordat with the 
“world,” z.e. with the ancient state and its religion 
and morality which we call “church.” I have tried 
to show how necessary and how salutary this com- 
promise was, by what pure motives it was animated, 
but also with what dangers it was pregnant for the 
Gospel itself. 

One other object I have had in writing: I have 
wanted to make our people understand and love 
Paul. And so nothing has pleased me more than 
when schoolmasters and other teachers of religion 
urged me to publish the articles in book form. I 
should be more than rewarded if it should help in 
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making our educated classes realise the great dis- 
covery of the theology of the nineteenth century 
which is called “Paul.” Most people still distrust Paul, 
the “fanatic” and the “ dogmatist”; and no wonder: 
he whose fiery spirit could brook no bonds, on the 
rock of whose truthfulness and absoluteness the law 
made shipwreck, has himself become a bond and a 
yoke; a new law has been formed out of the husks 
of his religion, and the kernel has been laid on one 
side as un-essential. The boy was plagued at home 
with Paul’s dogmas. Can we wonder that the man 
should detest this unendurable compulsion put upon 
his thoughts and conscience, together with its sup- 
posed cause? Or, at best, by dint of mechanical 
drill there remained an unintelligible, lifeless accepta- 
tion of formule. That is why Paul is so little 
known. And yet we are at least as much indebted 
to him as we are to Luther, whom he resembles 
the most nearly in all points, and for whom he paved 
the way to the religion of the Divine Fatherhood 
by his unwearied wrestling till he had found God. 
Two things may perhaps be looked for in this 
book and sought in vain, and there may be some 
who will miss them. First, that the external features 
of the apostle’s journeys have been passed by in 
silence. Schoolmasters especially may be sorry not 
to have the material wherewith to add a little realistic 
interest to their lessons. Secondly, there are possibly 
many who would like to have a fuller examination of 
the question of authenticity ; they would like to know 
on what grounds only Romans, first and second 
Corinthians, Galatians, Philippians, and first Epistle 
to Thessalonians have been used as genuine Pauline 
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epistles, and what reasons there are for upholding 
their authenticity against the attacks of Bruno Bauer, 
Loman, Steck, Kalthoff, etc. 

As for the first omission, I would say that I do not 
consider it to be in the slightest degree necessary to 
discuss the harbour of Seleucia and the long walls of 
Athens and the Areopagus in order to understand 
the apostle Paul. And I think that, amid all the 
details about the apostle’s journeys which schoolboys 
have to learn out of the Acts of the Apostles, they 
often entirely lose sight of the apostle himself; they 
can sometimes recite whole lists of perfectly useless 
names which have been drilled into them, but of the 
great missionary’s spirit they have learnt next to 
nothing. This book was not written to perpetuate 
this mischievous system. Some of my readers, how- 
ever, may with good reason wish to know rather 
more of the external setting of St. Paul’s life; they 
may be referred to the excellent account which is 
given in the recently published life of Paul by C. 
Clemen Giessen, 1904, two vols. The writings of 
Renan (1869) and Hausrath (The Apostle Paul, 2nd 
edition, 1872), which are there referred to, may still 
be consulted with advantage; L. Schneller, Zn alle 
Welt, 1897, contains a good deal of modern material 
presented in a vivid manner. 

We should have needed a volume of about the 
same length as the one we have written in order to 
‘discuss the question of authenticity in a satisfactory 
manner for those who are not professional theologians. 
It is especially difficult to convey to those who are 
not acquainted with the whole field of ancient 
Christian literature any satisfactory idea why it is an 
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altogether hopeless undertaking to call in question 
the genuineness of all the letters that are written in 
the name of Paul. The facility, not to say the facile 
superficiality, with which Kalthoff fancies that he can 
decide this question in a few pages, I confess I do 
not possess. I have therefore determined to employ 
for my sketch of the personality of Paul and of his 
work only those letters which are recognised as 
genuine by almost all critics. The picture which I 
have first endeavoured to present will best speak 
for itself, and every reader can put the question to 
himself whether the man and the circumstances 
which are mirrored in the letters here employed 
really do or do not belong to the first age of 
Christianity. 

The letters in the New Testament bearing the 
name of Paul, of which I have made no use, may be 
divided into four groups. 

I. The Epistle to the Hebrews is only ascribed to 
Paul in later MSS. The Church always hesitated 
whether to ascribe it to the apostle or not: it was 
certainly not written by Paul. 

II. The letters to Timothy and Titus (the so- 
called Pastoral epistles) are not to be attributed to 
Paul either. The majority of critics are agreed on 
this point: they are led to this conclusion, first, by the 
altogether different style of these letters ; secondly, by 
the complete change of circumstances in the Church, 
which has reached a considerably later stage of 
development, and which the “Paul” of these letters 
prophesies for a later age (e.g. 1 Tim. iv.). Thus 
B. Weiss, who is one of the chief champions of the 
genuineness of these letters, no longer ventures to 
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maintain that they are anything more than a further 
development of Paul’s earlier standpoint, and of the 
circumstances of the Church, composed by the apostle 
himself. But even this compromise falls to the 
ground. Other critics consider small portions of 
these letters containing personal directions to be 
notes by the apostle which a later writer has incor- 
porated into these letters which he wrote for his 
own time. 

III. The genuineness of the Epistle to the Ephesians 
is upheld even by such critics as work according to 
the historical method without any dogmatic prepos- 
sessions. But the contrary opinion appears gradually 
to be gaining ground. The whole tenor of the letter, 
as well as some of the views there maintained, do not 
favour the opinion of a Pauline authorship. If we 
turn to this epistle after reading the Epistles to the 
Corinthians, it_cannot fail to strike us as strange that 
in this letter eke ii. 20) “‘ Paul” speaks of the apostles 
(including himself therefore) as the foundation of the 
Church (no longer Christ, as in 1 Cor. iii. 11): nay, 
more, that he calls them (including himself) the holy 
apostles (iii. 5). This is the language of a later age. 
There are other considerations which invalidate the 
genuineness of the second Epistle to Thessalonians, 
which is upheld by practically the same critics who 
ascribe the Epistle to the Ephesians to the apostle 
himself. 

*IV. The vast majority of critics consider the 
Epistle to the Colossians and the short note to 
Philemon to be genuine, 2.e. written by the same 
author as Romans and first and second Corinthians. 
Some few passages in the Epistle to the Colossians, 
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which are strongly antignostic, are considered by 
some of these critics to be later insertions, while they 
acknowledge the Pauline authorship of the letter 
as a whole. Objections have also been raised against 
the letter to the Philippians, but scarcely anyone 
upholds them any longer. 

There are besides, of course, isolated passages and 
chapters, the authenticity of which is contested ; for 
an instance of such a case, the reader may be referred 
to page 277. 

The first volume of Clemen’s work is the best 
and most succinct book of reference for anyone who 
wishes to know the most recent opinions on all these 
questions. It contains, besides, complete indications 
of the literature of the subject. We may also refer 
to Pfleiderer, Das Urchristentum, Berlin, 2nd 
edition, 1902, 2 vols., for an examination of the 
question, written in a clear and beautiful style, and 
from a standpoint which is very nearly that of the 
present book, or to Jiilicher’s Introduction to the 
New ‘Testament. 

I trust that no essential feature will be found to 
be missing in the picture which I have attempted 
to draw of St Paul, although I have strictly confined 
myself to those letters the authenticity of which is 
acknowledged by the great majority of critics, 
including myself. Whoever wishes to know more 
about the first age of Christianity, should read the 
great and important work of C. Weizsicker, The 
Apostolic Age, Tiibingen, 3rd edition, 1902; and the 
smaller but very able book of Wernle, The Begin- 
nings of Christianity, Tibingen, 2nd edition, 1903, 
English trans., Williams & Norgate, 1904, 2 vols. 
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The present work is intended to be read, and not 
used as a book of reference. But by combining the 
table of contents with the index of passages quoted, 
it will be easily possible to find a text in the parti- 
cular connection in which it has been used. 

We lay the surest foundation of all true goodness 
in man when we train him to gratitude and to rever- 
ence. Our forefathers, who, in the stress of circum- 
stances, so often swept paganism out of the Church in 
the wrong place, have robbed us of one great source 
of reverence and of gratitude when they banished 
from the Church our great ancestors, the true saints, 
along with all the intruder crew, the Florians and 
Sebastians. Surely, since Carlyle has once more 
prepared us for a real hero-worship, we might make 
the attempt to restore true saint’s-day celebrations in 
our Evangelical Church, and thus secure the great 
men of our religion their right place in divine service. 
Till this is possible, the school and the lecture-room 
are the places where Paul, as well as our other heroes, 
must be made to live again. 

The more this book is used for such a purpose, the 
more will the author’s dearest wish be realised. 
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INTRODUCTION. 


CHAPTER I. 


Paut once said of Moses, “To this day a veil lies on 
their hearts when he is read,” and at present the words 
may be applied to the apostle himself. To some he 
has become a great authority, a marvel, or even a 
canonised saint; to others a mere name, a mass of 
shadowy recollections and of  half-forgotten texts, 
which they learned as children with much toil and 
trouble. Few, very few, really know him, and these 
few are for the most part scholars or theologians. 

' But for those that do know him, the form of this 
tentmaker and divine looms ever higher and higher 
in the world’s history. They feel that they are in the 
presence of one who, having suffered, struggled, and 
prevailed, has left the impress of his character upon 
many centuries ; one with whose individuality we of 
to-day have still to reckon, as did those who saw him 
face to face, and were carried away by the mighty 
words that proceeded out of his mouth. 

Just as during his lifetime he was loved and hated 


as scarce any other man has been, so he fares to this 
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day amongst those that know him. Here we have 
the proof of his imperishable greatness. Nor should 
we be astonished to find that he was hated as bitterly 
as he was loved. Every active, independent mind 
excites hatred and love at once. Even He who was 
Incarnate Love was compelled to give utterance to 
the sad and painful words: “ I come to set at variance 
a man with his father, a daughter with her mother ; 
and a man’s foes will be they of his own household.” 
But He knew too what that man was worth who never 
made a foe: “Woe unto you when all men speak 
well of you.” So He spake who loved His enemies 
even unto His death. 

Let us listen to two of St Paul’s adversaries of our 
own day—two men in whom an accurate acquaintance 
with the facts of the case was combined with a bold, 
intrepid spirit and a clear sense of truth, and who for 
all that hated the apostle as only one of those great 
personalities can be hated that sin against humanity. 

Lagarde (see the Deutsche Schriften, 1886, pp. 71 
fol.) conceives himself justified in presenting the fol- 
lowing picture of St Paul to the German people :— 

“It was only owing to the fact that the disciples 
chosen by Jesus Himself were able to form but an 
extremely inadequate, one-sided conception—it was 
almost a caricature—of the great picture that their 
eyes had gazed upon, that a complete stranger, an 
outsider, came to exercise influence upon the Church. 

‘“‘ Paul—for so this outsider was called—was a true 
child of Abraham, a Pharisee from top to toe even 
after he became a Christian. He persecuted the 
Nazarenes with all his might for a while, and was 
then convinced—it was some eight or ten years after 
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Jesus’ death—by a vision on a journey to Damascus 
that he was persecuting the truth in showing himself 
hostile to Jesus’ teaching. This may be found to be 
psychologically conceivable, and I do not doubt in 
the very least that so fanatical a character was con- 
verted (in consequence of a hallucination) into the 
very opposite of that which he had been some time 
previously. But it is monstrous that men of any 
historical training should attach any importance 
whatever to this Paul... . 

“It was Paul who introduced the Old Testament into 
the Church, through the influence of which book the 
Gospel has perished as far as it could perish: it was 
Paul who conferred upon us the priceless boon of the 
Pharisaic exegesis which proves everything from what- 
ever you like, inserting the contents ready-made into 
the text which are supposed to be found therein, 
and then pluming itself on a faithful adherence to the 
very words of Scripture: it was Paul who popularised 
the Jewish sacrificial theory pregnant with so many 
consequences : it is he . . . . who saddled us with the 
Jewish view of history. All this he did in spite of 
the energetic protests of the early Christian Church, 
which, Jewish as it was, was less Jewish than Paul in 
its opinions, and at least did not hold a refined form 
of the Israelite faith to be a gospel sent by God. 
Paul was impervious to all criticism. The book of 
Exodus furnished him with a defence proof against 
All arguments. ‘Pharaoh’s heart was hardened.’ 
With such a theory it is as easy to dispute as it is 
easy to send a man about his business if he comes to 
you with arguments and wishes to hear your answer. 
You have only to say: ‘ His heart was hardened.’” 
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In Lagarde you have the theologian, the man who 
feels that heavy yoke of dogma which Paul more than 
all others has laid upon us—for Paul has become the 
law and canon of our faith. 

Nietzsche, on the other hand, hates in Paul the 
man, his struggles and his redemption. A passage 
in the Morgenréte, in which the author sums up 
his judgment upon Paul, will be sufficient to show 
this :— 

“The majority of people still believe in the work 
of the Holy Ghost as author, or are under the after- 
effects of this belief: if they open their Bibles it is to 
‘get some good,’ to find some indication of comfort 
in their own personal need, be it great or small—in a 
word, they find in the Bible what they put into it. 
But who knows, with the exception of a few scholars, 
that in the Bible there also stands recorded the history 
of one of the most ambitious of men, a past master in 
importunacy whose superstition was only equalled by 
his cunning? That is the history of the apostle Paul. 
But if it had not been for this strange story, if it 
had not been for the aberrations of his mind and 
the waves of emotion that passed over his soul, there 
would be no Christianity. . . . Of course, if the story 
had been understood in time, if Paul’s writings had 
been read, really read, not as revelations of ‘the Holy 
Ghost,’ but with an honest, unfettered, independent 
mind and without thinking of all our personal needs— 
there were no such readers for fifteen centuries—then 
Christianity would also have come to an end long ago. 
It is this same story—the story of this much tortured, 
much to be pitied man, an exceedingly unpleasant 
personage both to himself and others—which shows 
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us how the ship of Christianity threw a good portion 
of its Jewish ballast overboard, so that it was enabled 
to go out among the heathen.” 

Much against their will, Lagarde and Nietzsche are 
alike compelled to recognise the importance of the 
man while condemning him and his work. But we 
shall have something more to say as to this severe 
condemnation. For, however severe and unhistorical 
it may be, it must be based upon certain facts and 
certain features in the apostle’s character. And that 
is the very reason why it is all the more dangerous, for 
it has rightly been observed that half a truth is more 
dangerous than a lie. 

Another and a very difficult problem has arisen, 
however, for those who, while accepting the apostle’s 
every word as their authority, have acquired some 
insight into his individuality, his work, and his great- 
ness. Schell has very clearly and rightly defined it in 
the introduction to his Christus when he asks: “ Who 
has the greater claim to be called the founder of the 
world-religion, Jesus or Paul? Who has the right to 
be counted the originator of ecclesiastical Christian- 
ity with its belief in original sin, vicarious sacrifice, 
the atonement, the sacraments, and the Christian 
ministry ¢” 

There can be no doubt that we should give the 
answer “Paul” to the latter question, even though 
the organisation of the Christian ministry was not 
his work but that of his successors. Even the first 
question may be answered with “Paul” if by 
Christianity we understand belief in dogmas as to the 
person of Christ and His propitiatory death. For of 
all the Christians of the first generation Paul was the 
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first, as far as we know, to attempt a theoretical 
explanation of His death. 

It is all the more regrettable that Paul is so little 
known, for what Schell says of Roman Catholic 
Christianity can be applied, mutates mutandis, to our 
Protestant people: “ And yet St Paul, a saint if ever 
there was one, who has fanned into flame the fire 
of devotion in so many a heart in search of its God, 
has never become an object of religious worship—in 
the real sense of the word—as the Virgin Mary, as 
St Joseph, as St Anthony, as St Aloysius. St Paul 
has always remained a stranger to the soul of the 
people.” 

We are not surprised that Paul has never become 
a popular Roman Catholic saint, in spite of all 
official ecclesiastical honour that is paid to him; for 
there is nothing whatever Catholic in the rugged, 
sharply outlined features of this soldier of the Cross. 
But it is all the more remarkable that Paul our 
apostle still remains, on the whole, a sealed book 
to our Protestant people, a book of which a few 
words are known by heart, but which otherwise is 
never disturbed in its place on the bookshelf. St 
Paul, however, was something more than a collec- 
tion of aphorisms on the subjects of sin and grace. 
Of all the Christians of the first generation he is 
by far the most conspicuous, in very truth a man 
of genius. When Jesus and the faith of His first 
disciples had won their victory over this man—their 
greatest adversary—then Christianity triumphed as it 
never did before or since. 

It was an event of world-historic importance as 
well. For it is a great deal more than a mere fanciful 
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comparison when it is said that the apostle’s great 
missionary journeys from Antioch to Rome were a 
repetition of Alexander the Great’s conquests, only in 
the opposite direction. ‘he very first of historians, 
Herodotus, “the father of history,” saw that the chief 
subject in the many chapters of the history of 
humanity was that never-ending exchange, that great 
struggle between the civilisations of East and West, in 
which Alexander’s expedition marks the first decisive 
battle wherein the West scores an apparent victory. 
Now St Paul’s mission, with which Christianity enters 
upon its triumphant progress, forms the introduction 
to the last and most important epoch in this same 
struggle. | 

The great mission of Christianity is in reality 
mainly St Paul’s work, the work of a man who knew 
not fear, and whose pride was to be called by one 
title, and one alone: an apostle of Jesus the Christ. 
To Him he sacrificed in true manliness all the 
strength he possessed, and for Him he won the 
victory. At his death the new faith stretched from 
one end of the empire to the other, as far as Rome, 
in a chain of flourishing congregations. When he 
was won over to the cause of Jesus, Christianity 
was an insignificant Jewish sect. Though the dis- 
ciples had found life and salvation in their faith in 
Jesus, the Messiah who had died for sinners and 
had been raised up by God, they did not know all 
that they had in Him. Jesus of Nazareth had given 
them much, but after all they could not quite efface 
the impression that they had looked upon a pious 
Jew who had fought and who had suffered for the 
right exposition of the law and for the purity of the 
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Temple. So they sat at Jerusalem and preached and 
waited for Him to descend upon the clouds of heaven 
with the New Jerusalem and His many mansions for 
the poor and devout children of God. ‘They were, 
it is true, hated and persecuted by many of their 
fellow-countrymen. They were dispersed to Samaria 
and as far as Antioch; but they did not know that 
a new religion had started on its progress through- 
out the world, and that all the peoples of the earth 
were destined to find therein their blessedness and 
their salvation. Paul was the first to experience 
Christianity as a new religion in his own life, in fight- 
ings without, in fears within; and it was he who 
saved it when the T'welve could scarcely keep it from 
sinking down into Judaism again, so heavily were they 
oppressed by the weight of ancient Jewish tradition. 
These external effects are but the manifestation of 
the all-compelling power that resided within him. 
St Paul is a hero in the domain of the will, a born 
leader of men. He is also a hero in the domain of 
thought. We have grown accustomed to look upon 
the history of thought as the history of philosophy, 
and to look for its chief exponents among the con- 
structors of great systems of thought— men who 
renounce every form of activity. We are mistaken, 
however, for decisive action rests upon decisive insight. 
And this we find in its original power just as fre- 
quently among great poets and prophets and men 
of great force of will as amongst thinkers in the 
narrower sense of the word. St Paul has impressed 
for ever a whole series of fundamental ideas, above 
all, a new outline of history, and certain ethical con- 
ceptions and observations, on the thought of the 
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Western world. Millions of men to-day think with 
his thoughts and speak with his words, who have 
but the vaguest notion of his personal life. 

St Paul is also epoch-making in the history of 
religion. Whilst Jesus falls out of the line of develop- 
ment of the Judaism of His time as much as He 
belongs to it, Paul forms the natural reaction against 
the theology of the Scribes, which was an attempt to 
organise the people according to the prophetic ideal 
by a codified string of laws. Here, as ever, the means 
became an end, and the organisation came finally to 
be the sworn foe of every prophetic element in the 
people: John the Baptist and Jesus are opposed to 
the Scribes and Pharisees. Now, Paul is the Pharisee, 
in whom the weight of the law upon a true and 
genuine soul was so oppressive that it finally burst 
all fetters, and turned in its destructive energy against 
the law—against all law, in every religion. Paul 
is the great discoverer of the fact that God and the 
law are contrary the one to the other, and that the 
only way in which the law can lead to God is by 
becoming our torment and awaking in us a long- 
ing for escape. Paul could only attain after sore 
struggles, in the hardest hour of his life, to that goal 
which for Jesus was the natural childlike life of love 
felt for the heavenly Father. But the position thus 
gained was, moreover, maintained ; triumphantly Paul 
repelled all attacks, and so rescued this priceless pos- 
‘session for all mankind. Yet once again it was 
recaptured by the old religion in the shape of 
Roman Catholicism, until Martin Luther, having 
passed through a crisis like that of Paul, recovered 
it with Paul’s words for his weapons. 
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There are, however, other reasons for the important 
position which Paul occupies in the religious history 
of the West. In the West, the soul of man has 
ever yearned to obtain two blessings by means of 
religion — holiness and immortality. In scarcely 
any man in ancient times has this yearning been 
manifested as clearly and as loudly as in Paul; no 
one has ever believed with such intensity that his 
yearning had been satisfied, and in no one has this 
belief been transformed into as great a capacity for 
ethical volition and courageous action. ‘That is why 
he has kindled this same inner life in so many others ; 
and the flame of his enthusiasm still burns throughout 
the centuries, in spite of the dross still visible in his 
personality, after all that the ecclesiastical refiners 
and purifiers have done. 

There was yet another factor in St Paul’s nature, 
which rendered him especially capable of influencing 
the age in which he lived, and of satisfying the 
particular way in which it sought for holiness and 
immortality. In Paul two currents meet: that 
flowing from all religions of antiquity in so far as 
they had been re-cast in mysteries and Hellenistic 
philosophy of religion, and that proceeding from the 
unique religious life of Israel. Just as St Paul is 
the first Protestant if we look at his religion, so he 
is the first Catholic if we think of his theology and 
ecclesiastical activity. Jesus is a far more solitary 
figure in His time, however much He belonged to 
it; and to this day His position in history is far more 
isolated than that of Paul, who had absorbed a great 
deal more of the general knowledge and culture of 
his day. That is why Paul’s influence was greater 
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than that of Jesus, who could only be apprehended 
by the Gentile world, with its longing for mysteries, 
sacraments, and philosophy, through and by means 
of Paul. And here we come to the last and greatest 
question which Paul raises for us. Is the Christianity 
which Paul preached, and which still lives to-day in 
Church and dogma, another religion than the gospel 
which Jesus proclaimed? What is the significance 
of dogma and of Church for the history of Christianity ? 
But with these questions the problem presented by 
St Paul’s life becomes a present-day problem of the 
most immediate interest. 

For at the present day the very existence of 
Christianity is at stake, and the struggle is concen- 
trated upon two positions. The first question round 
which the tide of battle surges is this: Can Christianity 
be separated from the conceptions of the fall, original 
sin, the blood-bought atonement of God, and the 
sacraments which it owed to Paul above all others 
when it entered with him on the great stage of the 
world’s history? ‘Those who answer this question in 
the negative are either people who stifle the claims 
of reason for the sake of Christianity, for reason is 
for ever repeating to them that the modern concep- 
tion of the world is the right one; or, again, they 
are men who doubt their religion because of the 
claims of reason, and in this state they either cling 
to the morality of Christianity, or cast even that 
gverboard into the sea of doubt. And this brings 
us to the second position round which the contest 
is being waged. Men are realising more and more 
clearly that the ethics of the Christian Church are 
a weak compromise between the stern morality of 
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Jesus, with its note of hostility to the world, and 
the claims of the State and civilisation, or even the 
demands of human convenience and the love of 
domination. And the question as to its truth has 
come upon Christianity like the thief in the night. 
Here, too, St Paul plays an important part, for it 
is he who laid the foundations of the Church and 
paved the way for its reconciliation with the “ world” 
—that is, with the life of the ancient state and civilisa- 
tion. Norcan anyone pretend to solve these problems, 
either for himself or for others, who has not obtained 
some insight into their historical origin. ‘This in- 
sight he will obtain from none better than St Paul. 
Such are the considerations that have guided the 
author in the following pages. The reader will look 
in vain for the externals of Paul’s life, for the 
description of the peculiarities of his missionary 
work, for any discussions as to the date and author- 
ship of the letters. Great and learned books have 
been written on these subjects. Our task is to get to 
understand a character of the first century in and 
for this our twentieth century, to represent the 
everlasting questions that assail the human heart in 
the apostle’s features of human weakness and human 
greatness, and guided by this, its “second founder,” 
to obtain some preliminary grasp of the fundamental 
problems of Christianity. The more the historian 
attempts to go beyond the mere narration of events 
and description of conditions, the more he essays the 
delineation of character, the greater the danger of 
error. He is not, however, to be deterred by this 
danger from undertaking this most precious task, if 
only he can honestly say to himself that he has done 
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all that lay in his power to base his description 
upon a solid foundation, even if he must forego the 
pleasure of showing some of the results of this 
preliminary work in the shape of notes or excursus. 
The second danger, that of adapting the history to 
the practical needs of our own day, is considerably 
diminished by the mere fact that it is clearly realised. 
Those historians who imagine that they are writing 
without being influenced by contemporary events, 
really encounter a far greater peril: more than once 
they have fallen unconscious victims to the problems 
of their age. 


THE PHARISEE. 


CHAPTER IL. 
HomME AND PARENTAGE. 


Ricutiy do biographers, both in old and new times, 
attach the greatest importance to a description of 
_the soil in which their heroes have grown up. 
Guided by them, we set out on a journey to the 
hero’s home; directed by them, we knock at the door 
of his father’s house, we look in his parents’ face and 
we get to know them, and they tell us the old tales 
that have been handed down from one generation to 
another. But such good fortune has never fallen 
to the lot of those who have written the lives of 
the great men in the history of religion in ancient 
times. All that we know of them is really but the 
one brilliant period in which they stand out from 
the mass of their contemporaries with the light of 
their love and their hatred beating upon them, while 
they struggle bravely forward and scatter blessings 
far and wide. And yet it is just in their case that 
we would give so much to know what kind of a 
mother it was that folded the hands of the boy that 
was the father of the man and taught him his first 
prayer, and how the special features of his ancestors, 
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inclinations and their sins, their gentleness and their 
strength, their faith and their longing, are all re- 
flected in the famous son of the family. 

Of Paul, too, we know very little directly con- 
cerning his youth, his parentage, and his relations. 
He has told us himself that his parents were strict 
Hebrews of purely Jewish extraction, of the tribe 
of Benjamin. This he asserted more than once, with 
eager vehemence, in his letters, when his enemies 
taunted him with being no real Jew. 

“Whereinsoever any one is daring (I speak in 
folly), I am daring also. Are they Hebrews? So 
am I. Are they Israelites? So am I. Are they 
the seed of Abraham? So am I.”? 

He can lay claim to these old and honourable titles 
of his people. He can claim them for himself and 
for his ancestry. They are of pure descent; there 
has been no intermixture of foreign blood. 

But when we go on to seek for more definite 
information as to his parents, all-our sources fail us. 
We cannot even state with certainty which was his 
native town, or where he spent his youth. The 
author of the Acts places the following statement 
in St Paul’s mouth: “I am a Jew, a native of Tarsus 
in Cilicia, brought up in the city, trained at the feet 
of Gamaliel® in the strict system of our ancestral 
law. I was as zealous in God’s service as you are 
all to-day.”® Perhaps, if we bear another passage * 
in mind, where mention is made of his nephew in 
Jerusalem, we are meant to suppose that he grew up 
in the house of an elder sister who was married there. 


1 2 Cor. xi. 22; cp. Rom. xi. 1, Phil. iii. 5. 
2p. Phil. iii. 5. 3 Acts xxii. 3 seq. a Acts xxii 16. 
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We may assume, then, according to the Acts, that 
St Paul found a second, his real, home in Jerusalem. 

It is still possible for us, even at the present day, to 
prove the correctness of this assumption. For there 
is a way whereby we can trace the mysterious growth 
of a personality. We can reason a posteriora from 
the character of the grown man to the traces of his 
development. In St Paul’s case, the facts that he is 
a man who has been converted, that we are fairly 
well acquainted with the period after his conversion, 
and that he himself gives us a very detailed account 
of all the phenomena of his conversion, make the 
reasoning to be a comparatively easy matter. If 
you eliminate in a converted man all the new factors 
that have come into his life through his conversion, 
the transformation which this decisive occurrence has 
effected in his emotional life and in the processes of 
volition and of thought, then you can form a distinct 
picture of the man’s character, of what he had already 
acquired and possessed in the period of development 
before his conversion. Caution must, of course, be 
exercised, and we must impartially weigh all the 
attendant circumstances if we would guard against 
error ; but we need by no means despair of attaining 
to certain and definite results. 

Unless a man’s true self has been overlaid by a 
literary education, the very pictures in which he 
clothes his thoughts accurately reflect his surround- 
ings, especially that first environment which met his 
soul’s clear eyes on its first voyage of discovery in the 
world without. The Gospel of Jesus is the offspring 
of village life. In His pictures we breathe wafts of 
Nature, ever fresh and wholesome. Nature spoke to 
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Him in her still, clear voice. In the quiet evening 
hour, when the cool wind blows softly down from the 
mountains, He leaves house and tools to go forth 
into the open air and commune with His Father. 
There He sees the people standing in the street and 
speaking of the red sky and to-morrow’s weather. 
He sees the children playing in the streets, and He 
smiles at their childish self-will. Soon He learns that 
older children also play in like manner. Out He 
goes, through the gates and far up on the hillside, 
where the bright anemones grow, the flowers which 
gladden the inmost heart. What are Solomon’s 
purple robes compared with their living sheen as each 
sways its calyx in the evening breeze? He sees the 
sower in the field, the mustard tree in the garden. 
He sees the shepherd and his flock and the sparrow 
that has fallen from the roof and is lying dead on the 
ground. And all speaks to Him in living tones, 
tells Him that His Father is ever working, heralds 
the coming of the kingdom, holds converse with 
Him in the thousand still, small voices that only He 
can hear. 

Paul, too, employs pictures from Nature. No man 
is so impoverished, so town-bred, as not to have some 
such, at least, at his command. Paul, too, knows that 
God’s divine character and the Eternal powers may 
be recognised in God’s creation.‘ He speaks of the 
grain of wheat as a picture of the resurrection,’ of the 
beauty of the stars ;* he compares himself and others 
to gardeners,‘ and his are those beautiful words of 
“‘creation’s distrest, expectant gaze awaiting the un- 
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veiling of the sons of God.” But these same words 
also reveal the great difference that exists between 
the apostle and his Master. St Paul’s view of Nature 
is pessimistic, and, as he wrote, he had before his 
mind’s eye the weary, heavy-laden, hardly-used beasts 
of burden of a great city. 

It is the mood of the decaying year, not the young 
and vigorous faith of spring, which we meet with in 
Jesus’ pictures, to whom even the sparrow that falls 
from the roof speaks, not of universal decay, but of the 
almighty will of His heavenly Father. We seem to 
detect in the apostle’s character something of that 
weariness, that longing, which marks the city-dweller 
of the ancient world. His pictures, too, are for the 
most part taken from urban life. Whether it was 
ignorance of Nature or the forced illustration of a 
thought that produced his defective simile of the 
grafting of a wild olive on a cultivated plant,’ can no 
longer be established with certainty, but the great 
majority of his comparisons clearly show him to have 
lived, as a rule, in a town. 

Metaphors derived from building and “ edifica- 
tion” are employed by Paul very frequently, far 
more frequently than by Jesus “the young master- 
builder.” He knows all the houses of the city, from 
the palaces with their gold and silver to the work- 
man’s thatched cottage in the suburbs.* He leads us 
into the room where the mother is feeding the child 
with milk,* whence the leaven is purged out before 
Kaster.° ‘The earthenware vessels on the bench,® the 


1 Rom. viii. 18-23. 2 Rom. xi. 16 seq. 
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mirror on the wall,' the letter on the table,? all alike 
serve to illustrate his thoughts. He shows us the 
busy town life with its rows of shops® past which the 
‘schoolmaster ” leads his pupil to school,‘ and the 
street through which the glorious triumphal proces- 
sion wends it way.° He frequently takes his images 
from the soldier’s life°’—even the trumpets’ are im- 
pressed into his service; and the life of the legal 
world,’ the theatre,® and the racecourse ® also furnish 
him with metaphors. All these figures come to him 
so naturally that it is extremely probable he was 
acquainted with these things before he started on 
his missionary journeys, that these pictures from the 
life of a Hellenistic city impressed themselves on 
his soul while he was still a child, and therefore 
that Tarsus was not only his birthplace but also 
his home. 

Tarsus was a populous city, situated on one of 
the principal lines of commerce of the world, just on 
the frontier of the two most important languages of 
the time—Greek and Aramaic. It was the seat of 
one of the most important schools of philosophy, 
a genuinely Hellenistic town, exactly reproducing the 
mixed civilisation of the age. 

There St Paul’s soul was filled with all those 
influences which made the man capable of becoming 
the apostle of the whole Roman empire, of becoming 
a Jew unto the Jews and a Gentile to the Gentiles, 
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to win both unto his Master, for in his inmost soul 
he understood them both. 

Of his father’s house we can only say one thing. 
Trained as he was in the severe Pharisaic discipline,’ 
the time of his childhood was probably a hard and 
certainly a serious one. For his tender, delicate 
conscience, for his strong and resolute will, he was 
probably indebted, as was Luther, to his father’s strict 
education. Such a youth is, in the case of richly 
dowered, strong natures, the earnest of a manhood 
that accomplishes great things. 


1 Phil. iii. 3; Acts xxiii. 6. 
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CHAPTER III. 
THe HERITAGE OF THE SCHOOL. 


Many and varied are the influences which combine 
to fashion the man out of the boy. The friendly 
atmosphere of home imprints its pictures on his mind ; 
all that he sees in the streets, his games and _ his 
intercourse with his playmates, help silently to mould 
his character; but greater and more lasting than all 
these is the effect of the school, with its established 
traditions and the penetrating power with which it 
takes possession of the youthful memory. 

What the boy Saul learned in the school of the 
Pharisees, that determined Paul the Christian’s 
thoughts and feelings in decisive hours, although to 
himself he seemed to have become “a new creature.” 
As certainly as he was that, so certainly it was no 
new birth he had experienced, but simply the trans- 
forming of his innermost life. If, then, we wish to 
understand Paul, we must get as clear a grasp as 
possible of the man Saul. I do not mean to repro- 
duce the external setting of his life. That would, 
after all, be but to draw in very general terms a 
historical picture setting forth the social life of a 
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endeavour to present the Pharisee’s inner life—his 
intellectual and religious property, in so far as this 
is open to inspection. And this can really be done 
even to-day ; first, because we can draw the above- 
mentioned inferences from a later period in his life, 
and then, also, because it is possible to verify our 
conclusions by comparison with contemporary Jewish 
literature, both Pharisaic and non-Pharisaic. And so 
we shall see that a large proportion of what is tra- 
ditionally known as “ Paulinism” no more specifically 
belongs to Paul than does much of the rest of the 
stock inherited from previous generations. It is 
contemporary Jewish theology. 

The best and most valuable heritage Jesus and 
Paul received from their fathers was their belief in 
God. Although God revealed Himself to each of 
them in their life in a new way—and it was just at 
this vital point of piety that each experienced that 
which was convincingly new for himself and for 
humanity—yet the experience was alone possible by 
reason of the belief in God which each inherited from 
their people. It is one God in whom their people 
believes, one God to whom it offers its sacrifices and 
its prayers; one God, however many so-called gods 
there may be ’—for there are no gods, but angels or 
demons. One will there is that rules, almighty, 
over the world; not a summary of blind natural 
forces, not the indivisible Divinity of ancient phil- 
osophy, but a powerful, holy Person. He is indeed 
the Creator of the heavens and the earth,? but He is 
not merely immanent in this creation. He rules 
over it with a strong hand and an outstretched arm. 
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He has a history with humanity on earth. He is 
the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, the God of 
His people ; a living God, Spirit and Will, not wood 
and stone like the popular gods of the heathen.! 
And He has made Himself known to His people, 
and through them to all nations by the prophets; 
there needs not to seek Him in vain disputes of 
rhetorician and philosopher, in the wisdom of this 
world. And we know He works not blindly like 
the brute forces of Nature, nor capriciously like the 
gods and goddesses of Greece, the spoiled children 
of fortune: He is a God who will make manifest in 
tremendous judgment, that in His sight nothing 
stands higher than Righteousness.” 

This same belief in God, inherited from Judaism, 
inherent in the Old Testament, constituted a most 
substantial factor in the eagerness with which the 
Gentile world laid hold of Christianity, completely 
accepting the Old Testament into the bargain, in 
spite of the heavy stumbling-blocks it presented, 
alike in esthetic and moral aspects. For such belief 
brought with it just what the noblest spirits of the 
dying old world yearned for: the certainty of an 
almighty, holy, and just will, and of a goal towards 
which the world was travelling. Paul had indeed 
this treasure too, in earthen vessels. The particular 
way in which the people of Israel were brought into 
connection with this God, became untenable after 
a time, and was by degrees discarded among the 
Gentiles ; ; we are passing through the final stage in 
this process to-day, while we are exchanging the 
thought of a special revelation of God to His people 
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for that of the great history of religion throughout 
all humanity. The evolution of thought has also 
long since outstripped the conceptions which one 
used to form of the personality of the Deity. I do 
not mean to discuss how far we may or may not 
apply a literal interpretation to the New Testament 
passages about God sitting on a throne, God’s eye, 
God’s right hand, and so forth. The one circum- 
stance, that Paul seriously conceives God under the 
image of a man as distinct from a woman—and thus 
admits the man to a superior position with regard to 
her '—this is in itself sufficient to show under what 
human conceptions people at this time still thought of 
God, and how even a “scholar” like Paul lived in 
the ideas of his time. 

_ We notice the same thing when we consider the 
conception of the universe that forms the basis of his 
whole outlook. To him as to his people the world 
appears as a three-storied building: the lowest story 
is the realm of the dead ;* above this, the terrestrial 
world; and over it, heaven with its inhabitants.’ 
Heaven is a space, an arched dome, from the midst 
of which Christ appears,’ within which God dwells, 
surrounded by angels and spirits.’ There are several 
heavenly domes one above another, with ‘many 
mansions,” in which even the glorified bodies of the 
Redeemed are already at rest.6 Paul himself has once 
been in the third heaven and in Paradise,’ which latter, 
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according to the passage in question and according 
to other contemporary indications, must have been 
conceived as situated in one of the various heavens. 
This heavenly world is the eternal world; all that 
pertains to it is eternal;! and therefore it is the 
object of longing to all those who feel themselves 
delivered over to the bondage of corruption here 
on earth.’ 

The earth is a small place. Paul’s unresting mis- 
sionary zeal is fired by the ardent wish to preach the 
gospel to the whole world. This Paul considers 
quite possible within his lifetime,’ for his outlook is 
bounded by the borders of the Roman empire; for 
him, they are the ends of the habitable earth. 

Between the pillars of Hercules and the Indies are 
contained all that on earth shall bow the knee before 

the Lord. 

It is the same with regard to Paul’s conception of 
Nature. God created the world, when He said, 
Light shall shine out of darkness!‘ The creation 
often becomes for Paul, as here, an image of man’s 
transformation through faith. The Firstborn, the 
Messiah, took part in the creation, for ‘‘ through Him 
are all things, and we through Him”;?’ we, the new 
creation. ‘The first creation proceeded in appointed 
stages: God, the Christ, man, woman; the Christ 
out of God, the man out of Christ, the woman out 
of the man, and thus each to the glory of the other ° 
and for the other.’ 

But perhaps what strikes us as most strange is 
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Paul’s notion of the heavenly bodies; what we see 
of these is their “ bodies” merely :— 

‘«‘ All flesh is not the same flesh; but there is one 
flesh of man, and another flesh of beasts, and another 
flesh of birds, and another of fishes. There are also 
celestial bodies, and bodies terrestrial ; but the glory 
of the celestial is one, and the glory of the terrestrial is 
another. There is one glory of the sun, and another 
glory of the moon, and another glory of the stars, for 
one star differeth from another star in glory.” * 

Evidently Paul thought of himself and his con- 
temporaries, Jew as well as Greek, dwelling in the 
glorious celestial bodies of the stars, call them 
Helios or Semele, Azazel or Uriel. In the Hebrew 
literature of the time, angel and star are very often 
synonyms for the same being. 

No detail of ancient cosmography appears more 
incongruous to us than the ideas about a world of 
spirits, which was behind and above our world. 
Familiar as we are from our schooldays with this 
world of angels and devils, and denuded as it has 
become for us alike of bliss and terror, we yet fancy 
we understand such a conception. When we are 
brought, however, face to face with the Oriental 
imagination as presented in form and colour, we 
instinctively feel that to our eye, trained by the 
contemplation of the Greek ideal of beauty, and 
accustomed to imagine fair golden-winged cherubs, 
such Oriental colours are too crass. And we con- 
sider the picture as giving an exaggerated impression 
of the influence such conceptions may have had on 
the antique mind. Let us not forget, however, that 

! 1 Cor. xv. 39 seq. 
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to the Oriental of Paul’s day all these things were 
not mere representations and images of fancy, but 
rather a terrible reality, and, as was supposed, matters 
of actual experience. 

The idea of a kingdom of good and a kingdom of 
bad spirits, of angels of light, and angels of darkness 
with Satan at their head, was probably transferred to 
the Jewish religion from the Persian. At the same 
time the personages of the old popular belief, night 
spectres and demons that roamed in waste places, 
came into increasing prominence. Both these con- 
ceptions were strengthened in proportion as the 
notion of God gradually became purer and_ nobler, 
under the influence of the prophets. Under this 
influence one no longer ventured to derive from God 
certain “supernatural” evil effects, as had unhesi- 
tatingly been done hitherto. Then came _ the 
influence of the dominion of the foreigner, with his 
belief in demons and gods, whose oracles and 
miracles were not called in question, but simply 
interpreted as the work of evil spirits. So it came 
about that in the last centuries before Jesus, 
Judaism, and especially Pharisaism, began to believe 
in a host of spirits, and to connect certain ideas with 
them, which up till then were either non-existent or 
quite subordinate. The Apocryphal books, and still 
more the Apocalyptic literature, such as the books of 
Daniel and Enoch, are full of angels and spirits of all 
kinds. And in many passages of Paul’s epistles we 
get indications that there was no portion of the 
doctrine of his school which he made more emphati- 
cally his own, and that none influenced the peculiar 
nature of his piety more powerfully. 
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God is ruler of the world He created, and we can 
see Him in His creation to this day in so far as it has 
remained Nature. But the history of man is ruled by 
another, and lies under his will till Christ shall make 
His enemies God’s footstool. This other is Satan. 
He is the god of this age.’ 

When the Greek says “Zeus” we should rightly 
say “Satan.” He has blinded men’s eyes by false 
wisdom and sinful living—he and his fellows—-the 
“rulers of this age.” Apollo, Athene, and the Muses, 
whom poets and philosophers adore, and all the gods 
of the Gentiles, though they be called gods, are in 
reality spiritual powers, demons, whom Christ will 
abolish,’ “which are coming to nought.”* Paul’s 
words do not refer to the Roman dominion or other 
authority, not to Pilate or to Herod :— 

“ We speak wisdom among the perfect, yet a 
wisdom not of this world, nor of the rulers of this 
world, which are coming to nought; but we speak 
God’s wisdom . . . . which none of the rulers of this 
world knoweth; for had they known it, they would 
not have crucified the Lord of Glory.” ® 

True, the earthly potentates are the instruments 
by means of which the real powers work, yet to the 
apostle this world of spirits is the chief thing, and 
on this the human instruments depend. What has 
Pilate, what has Herod, to do with wisdom 2? Would 
Paul speak of them as “coming to nought”? That 
would be a commonplace. 

Why does he teach, “they have not known the 
Lord of Glory”? All this is only clear to us if we 
1 2 Cor. iv. 4. ae Cor ale 0-63 1 Cores, 240 
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take “the rulers of this world” to mean spiritual 
powers, who did not recognise the Christ who, like 
them, came from the spirit world. Hebrew “ Apo- 
calypse” and gnostic “Revelation” alike have long 
detailed accounts how that Christ, unrecognised, 
passed through the various heavens, and descended 
to earth; and how it was only as risen Lord that 
He was seen of angels.’ 

The spirit powers that now rule the world have 
fallen away from God. God had set them as 
“shepherds” and ‘‘ watchmen” over the people, as 
Daniel and Enoch witness. Paul, too, refers to 
them for purposes of warning. ‘There is no power 
except it be ordained by God: where there is power, 
it has been ordered and established by God. And 
as such, man may submit to it. But the great 
hope, both of Jew and of Christian, is, that God will 
soon overturn this Roman rule, and inaugurate His 
own kingdom upon earth—that God will shortly 
bruise Satan under the Christians’ feet!? For what 
concord hath Christ with Belial ( =“ Evil” ) 2° 

In this one passage Paul calls the devil, not Satan, 
but Belial, so that it has been assumed, perhaps 
rightly, that the Antichrist, or man of sin of the 
latter days, is here intended:* a demonic being 
whose coming brings about the rule of all evil, 
whom Christ, on His return, shall slay with the 
breath of His mouth. In the genuine Pauline epistles 
the Devil is never called 6uaBodos, the slanderer, 
the false accuser, the enemy of men—the English 
word comes straight from the Greek. Paul always 
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gives him the corresponding Hebrew and Aramaic 
name of Satan, of which 8¢8odos is the translation. 

According to Paul’s presentment, the devil is 
“black”: for if he wants to play the part of an angel 
of light, he must first “fashion himself.”* This he 
does in his subtlest temptation ; deceit and temptation 
being his means to gain power over men’s hearts. So 
he is called “the” Tempter.? But he has means yet 
more mighty to win men for himself and to hinder 
God’s work in them. When Paul wanted to visit the 
Thessalonians, ‘‘ Satan placed an external hindrance ”® 
in his way: a messenger of Satan’ was given him 
to buffet the apostle, to prevent his exulting in 
the sense of power inspired by his mighty missionary 
activity. Thus does Paul, in the spirit of his time, 
interpret the mysterious nervous malady, the strange 
outbreaks of which oppressed him so sorely, and 
sometimes hampered his activity—as the indwell- 
ing mischief of a bad spirit—a demon. At that 
time, persons afflicted with such nervous complaints 
were classed with the “possessed of devils,” as is 
very easy to understand when we consider the awful 
impression often made on others by the insane, the 
epileptic, the hysteric. 

The sphere of these devilish, mighty spirits ex- 
tends also to healthy normal men and women. Are 
not all the chief transactions of state and home 
consecrated by sacrifices, and are not these sacrifices 
offered to devils? Do we not enter into a mys- 
terious and yet real communion, at once sensual and 
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supersensual, with the devils, if we partake of the 
flesh offered to them? Paul believed this as firmly 
as he believed that in the Lord’s Supper he partook 
of the very Body and Blood of Christ. 

We are accustomed to imagine a sharp line of 
distinction between the angels of light and devils, 
placing man open to influences good and evil midway 
between them as their field of action. But Paul 
and his contemporaries draw no such marked line 
between the different hosts in the spirit world. Just 
as Satan is a fallen angel who himself sends “ angels,” 
so the angels generally, according to a widespread 
impression then obtaining, are still open to tempta- 
tion, as, for example, from the beauty of women. 
On this account, the women present at public 
worship, where spirits may be hovering, curious, 
are to be veiled.” An angel from heaven may preach 
another gospel than that which Paul preached. 
Angels, as well as men, may be spectators of the 
spectacle given by the apostles to the world.? And 
so they too, if they fall into sin, will be judged, and 
that by Christians themselves.* The Jews believed 
that Enoch was translated to heaven to announce 
their judgment to the angels. And just as the 
gnostic and apocalyptic writers hail the Christ as 
their refuge from the spirit powers, since He brought 
to earth the keys of heaven and opened a way 
through all the tracts of heaven up to the Father 
of light, so that the upward flight of aspiring souls 
is no longer impeded by angels and spirits, so Paul 
triumphs: “I am persuaded, that neither death, nor 
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life, nor angels, nor principalities, nor things present, 
nor things to come, nor powers, nor height, nor 
depth, nor any other creature, shall be able to separate 
us from the love of God which is in Christ Jesus our 
Lord.” ? 

Here we have three categories of angelic beings : 
angels, principalities, and powers; principalities 
dpyai, probably superior beings, their name forming 
the first part of the word archangel dpydyyehou”—the 
powers, subordinate servants of God. Other cate- 
gories, too, are mentioned,’ namely, powers e€ova tat 
and lords. Some of these names are abstractions ; 
the ancients already employed this mode of address 
for exalted persons and we still speak of ‘“ majesty.” 
There may, however, be another ground for this 
abstract denomination: these very beings, of a singu- 
larly indefinite nature, were already beginning to 
hover between real personality and mere personifica- 
tion. ‘They are still, indeed, in most cases considered 
to be actual spirit beings; they certainly are so with 
Paul: and we must bear in mind that even the 
Evil One, conceived of as so positively personal, 
is once called by the abstract name of “evil.” 

Like human beings, all these spiritual beings 
hover, as already remarked, between good and evil: 
they are capable of sinning, and will be judged. 
Throughout the Pauline epistles we find no actual 
angels of light,* no pure servants of God—his angels 
are not friendly companions, ministering spirits to 
serve men. Men, indeed, would welcome such a 
divine messenger if he came to them ;° the angels are 
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great and sublime, and he who could speak their 
language would be accounted great upon earth. 
Paul heard it once,” when in a trance he was caught 
up into heaven: yet the angels do not completely 
and absolutely serve God’s will) Even when Paul 
refers to the legend of angels having transmitted the 
law to Moses, he does so only the more to emphasise 
the fact that the law is no perfect expression of the 
will of God.* 

In Paul’s personal religion, bad angels, or angels 
as powers, always played a very important part. 
From his youth upwards the apostle believed himself 
to be placed in the midst of some such awful contest 
between two worlds, the devils fighting with God for 
men’s souls. What that meant for him, we, at 
the present day, can only conceive with an effort. 
To know that these demons, who hold men 
ensnared in sin and ruin, in ignorance and death, 
must themselves pass away—that God summons 
man to a mighty battle against death and devil, 
against suffering and sin, against the powers of dark- 
ness in the air—to know this was to possess a firm- 
ness and resoluteness on the side of God such as we 
of a wiser and milder age no longer possess. The 
drawback was a great intolerance even against much 
that was really great and beautiful—the intolerance 
of the iconoclast. We readily accept the statement 
of the Acts, that, surrounded by the marvels of 
Greek art in Athens, Paul had only the one impres- 
sion: he was provoked to indignation when he beheld 
the city full of idols. Yet such indignation and such 
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intolerance are, from time to time, necessary, that 
goodness may not be swallowed up in beauty and the 
enjoyment of beauty. It was not that “one man 
might be enriched,” as Schiller says, but that a higher 
bliss might become possible for all men, and that they 
might be led to a higher degree of human development 
—it was for this the world of the old heathen gods 
had to pass away—nay, more, had to undergo a worse 
thing first, to be transformed into a world of demons. 

This, in its general outlines, was the world that 
gradually opened to the youthful Saul in the school 
of the Pharisees. Nor did Paul the Christian ever 
deem it necessary on account of his belief to modify 
anything in these inherited ideas of heaven and earth, 
nature and history—a plain proof that neither this 
conception of the universe nor any other has anything 
to do with faith. We will not, then, be of those who 
burden men’s hearts and minds with such old-world 
conceptions of hell, earth and heaven, spirits, angels, 
and demons, whether altogether or in part, whether in 
the old-fashioned realistic sense or in refined modern 
fashion, as articles of the faith. These are not things 
which have to be “believed”; they are out-of-date 
scientific or pre-scientific views of the universe. 

But just as little will we be of those who consider 
themselves superior to Paul, because he still “be- 
lieved” these things and “did not even stand abreast 
of the classical enlightenment of his time.” For 
then every modern schoolboy might be pronounced 
Paul’s superior. 

But the positive gains, of religious and moral 
nature, which were won by the great men of the past, 
lose none of their value on account of such mistaken 
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notions. Those regions of spiritual life which depend 
on a man’s temperament and the attitude of his will, 
are but very faintly influenced by mistaken scientific 
notions. Above all, the goodness and greatness of a 
man’s character has nothing to do with the indi- 
vidual’s idea of a universe. So the apostle shines 
radiant across the centuries; while the world-idea, 
which the youthful Saul imbibed in the school of the 
Pharisees, has long since been left out of sight, and 
the precious heritage of his fathers, his belief in one 
God and in an eternal world beyond this visible one, 
has long since been freed from the narrow form in 
which Paul received it. 


THE PHARISEE. 


CHAPTER IV. 
THe Herirace or THE ScHooL—continued. 


Nor only the universe, but also man and_ the 
history of man, were regarded by Paul from the 
standpoint of a Jew of his time. The temporal 
course of the world for the Pharisee comprises two 
epochs, which are separated by an awful catastrophe— 
the present zon, the present world,’ and the future 
eon, the age to come.” The Jew lives in the present 
age for that which is to come, in this age which is 
evil,? a world of sin and suffering.* It is night now— 
but the night is far spent, the day is at hand.> Dark- 
ness covers men’s minds. They do the deeds of 
darkness. The heathen are blind.° 

It is the feeling of a dying humanity, of a world 
that is perishing, and the longing of an enslaved 
people for liberty, that is here heard through Paul’s 
life. But on this dark background there stands out 
the luminous hope of the breaking day, of a new 
creation of earth and man, by virtue of which the old 
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earth with all its corruption of sin is to be transformed 
in radiant beauty. 

In the beginning of time man was made pure and 
immortal; but the serpent with cunning deceived 
Eve, and man, unlike Christ, aimed at being equal 
with God, through robbery.' 

“Through one man sin entered into the world, and 
death through sin. And so death passed unto all 
men, for that all sinned.”’ <“ By the trespass of the 
one,” death reigned master upon earth, and “the many 
died ” because they all fell into sin.* Possibly this fate 
is conceived as heredity, for Paul always speaks of 
Adam as being he through whom sin and sin’s con- 
demnation came into the world, and he does not men- 
tion Eve further in this connection. Adam, as the 
Pharisees say, bequeathed the “evil principle” to all 
posterity. Or Paul may mean, the whole of humanity 
was represented in Adam—just as in the second 
Adam, in Christ, the new-created humanity. “ For 
since by man came death, by man came also the resur- 
rection of the dead. For as in Adam all die, so also 
in Christ shall all be made alive.”’* Thus Paul, after 
conversion. But, without doubt, he already thought 
so as Pharisee, for he refers to this doctrine of original 
sin as a familiar thing.’ Besides, in the Apocalypses of 
Ezra and Baruch we have statements very like those of 
St. Paul. ‘By reason of his evil heart the first Adam 
fell into sin and guilt, and also all who came after him. 
So the evil became continual: the law verily dwelt 
in the hearts of men, but beside it, the evil principle. 
So what was good died out, but the bad remained. 
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« An evil heart has grown up within us, 

Making us exiles from the other world, 

Bringing us near to destruction : 

Showing us the ways of death, 

Pointing the path of ruin, 

It has led us farther and farther away from life. 
And this is the same, not for a few only—no, for 
nearly all who are born into the world.” ' 

“Nearly all”; such will probably have been the 
belief of the Pharisee already: but “all, all,” was the 
conclusion only of the converted Christian after 
having felt within himself the full power of “ the 
evil principle.” 

As soon as a man has learned to think about his 
being, he makes the experience that evil clings to 
him as a heritage. This stage in the history of man- 
kind is marked in Greece by the rise of the great 
tragic writers: almost at the same time, there was 
living in Israel the man who first dared to pronounce 
the awful doctrine about God, that God “ visits the 
sins of the fathers upon the children to the third and 
fourth generation.” But the doctrine first appears in 
all its might and terror in Judaism. That age con- 
ceived of evil in its own peculiar way: just as in 
bodily illness, the inward condition was interpreted as 
depending on the workings of powers foreign to a 
man ; just as the spirit beings, the demons, fall upon 
aman, so do “sin” and “death” as two living half 
personal or entirely personal beings who themselves 
will be “ destroyed ”’—death bearing a form very like 
the destroying angel.* 

The world has two aspects: so has man. “I 
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was born in iniquity,” and “If ye become not as a 
little child,” are the two corresponding expressions of 
these for us. Both contain truth. But it all depends 
which of them we allow to gain the upper hand; 
whether we look for the forbidden fruit of the tree of 
knowledge in everything human, or whether we are 
willing to read in the pure glad eyes of a little child: 
“Your heavenly Father made the human heart 
capable of confiding trust and communion with Him- 
self, and able to will and to do what is good and 
noble.” 

In Paul’s time it had long been customary to speak 
of a doom that weighed upon mankind. For two 
centuries the story of the Fall had been thus inter- 
preted. Explaining in the first instance, as it does, 
why work became toil and why childbearing became 
a labour of sorrow, the story was now used to meet 
the problem of how sin entered the world and how all 
men came under its dominion. To Paul, as to us, 
this doctrine came as inheritance. 

“From a woman was the beginning of sin, and 
because of her we all die.” * 

“God created man for incorruption and made him 
an image of his own proper being; but by the envy of 
the devil death entered into the world, and they that 
are of his portion make trial thereof.” ’ 

Everything the apostle had to contend against 
within him, and everything he observed around him, 
helped to confirm this belief, and we very seldom find 
in his letters even a single word to prove that he too 
was not altogether blind to the nobler aspect of 
human nature. He, too, knew he wanted to do right, 
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that he delighted in the law of God after the inward 
man,! but in the law of spiritual struggle the Pharisee 
in him saw only the other side of Nature. And what 
he saw going on around him could but strengthen 
that impression. 

In his letter to the Romans? the apostle has drawn 
us a picture of how the beautiful world of Gentile 
gods appeared from the standpoint of a strict morality, 
and we understand how he could there see nothing 
but downright corruption. Yet even here he cannot 
overlook the fact that Gentiles, too, have a conscience, 
and that in them, too, their thoughts one with another 
accuse or else excuse them.’® 

This, however, did not open his eyes for a different 
contemplation of the universe: it merely affirmed 
for him that God would judge the Gentiles justly, 
according to their conscience. 

From amidst the heathen world which has become 
a prey to sin, to delusion and demons, one nation 
arises, “to whom were entrusted the oracles of God.” 4 
True, the Pharisee, too, knew that the principle of 
evil reigned and worked even here; but in contrast to 
heathendom as a whole, this people might well boast 
of a higher morality. But above all, the mighty past 
of his people was encircled for the Pharisee by the 
brightest» halo of pious romance. The Christian 
convert still has a Jew’s tone of suffering, quivering 
pride in his people, when he glories in the privileges 
of his nation: he closes their enumeration with 
thanksgiving :— 

‘‘[ say the truth in Christ ; I lie not, my conscience 
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bearing witness with me in the Holy Ghost, that I 
have great sorrow and unceasing pain in my heart. 
For I could wish that I myself were anathema from 
Christ for my brethren’s sake, my kinsmen according 
to the flesh: who are Israelites, whose is the adoption, 
and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving of 
the law, and the service of God and the promises, 
whose are the Fathers, and of whom is Christ as 
concerning the flesh, who is over all, God blessed 
for ever. Amen.”? 

The adoption and the glory! God is the Father 
of the people of Israel, whom He has adopted as His 
child. Out of Egypt He has called His Son, to Him 
He has promised the inheritance in the glorious future 
kingdom : for, “if a son, then an heir through God.” ’ 
Yea more, God Himself in the light of the pillar of 
fire has sojourned with the people. His glory was 
in the Shekinah ; His glory led them out of Egypt, 
rested over their mercy seat. And the hope that 
their glory would once more dwell among them, that 
all might, like Moses of old,® be clothed upon there- 
with, this most precious hope Saul cherished in his 
heart until he saw that all had sinned—all, himself 
included, and come short of the glory of God.* God 
had made the covenants with promises of inheritance 
unto the Fathers, and the sonship of Abraham was a 
guarantee to the Jews for their own future bliss. 
Afterwards, Paul strove with all the acumen of his 
dialectic to prove that Christians are children of 
Abraham, just because the promise depended on 
this relationship. Here was one of the beating pulses 
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of Hebrew piety. The other was the law. Even 
later, when, as a Christian, Paul stood in quite a new 
relation to the law, he called it spiritual (2.e. inspired, 
heavenly, divine),' holy, just, and good; how much 
more will he have appreciated it as a Pharisee ; and 
in speaking of it being “ordained through angels,” 
he must have rejoiced greatly. 

By the side of the natural approach to the promises 
—the sonship of A braham—comes the moral approach: 
the doers of the law will be justified, z.e. they will 
be acquitted at the final judgment day.’ ‘The law is 
the way of salvation, along which the will of the 
individual moves forward. Such is the belief which 
imparts consistence and an aim to the whole of a 
Pharisee’s life. All his cavils of the jot and tittle in 
the interpretation of the law bring him by so much 
nearer to the future glory. Thus Israel pursues 
after a law of righteousness:* “they are those that 
are after the law,” “under the law.” And this way 
of salvation has, for the pious feeling of the Pharisee, 
completely superseded the other, the natural one, by 
the seed of Abraham. In his letter to the Romans, 
Paul again‘ develops this his Pharisaical standpoint 
fully, attacking the Jew on his own grounds. “O 
man, after thy hardness and impenitent heart, thou 
treasurest up for thyself wrath in the day of wrath, 
and revelation of the righteous judgment of God, 
who will render to every man according to his works : 
to them that by patience in well-doing seek for glory 
and honour and incorruption, eternal life: but unto 
them that are factious and obey not the truth, but 
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obey unrighteousness, shall be wrath and indignation, 
tribulation and anguish, upon every soul of man that 
worketh evil . . . . but glory and honour and peace 
to every man that worketh good.” ... These 
words are the typical expression of the Pharisee’s 
point of view, and this conception of the way of 
salvation, which positively contradicts the theory of 
the seed of Abraham, is the more recent one, intro- 
duced by the prophets. John the Baptist contrasted 
it with the traditional confidence in the Fathers quite 
as sharply as Paul the Pharisee. 

For long the importance of public worship as a 
practice of piety had been diminishing. Judaism is 
indeed that epoch in the Hebrew religion in which 
religious aspiration no longer contented itself with 
the mere observance of the old-established popular 
form of a religion of altar sacrifices—although indeed 
the exaggerated emphasis of the idea of expiation 
lent a new attraction to the yearning for salvation 
which was a feature of that age. What men wanted 
was an inward, spiritual redemption from sin and 
guilt—and in those dark days men clung to the letter 
of Scripture. And then something more was added. 
Since the sacerdotal dynasty which had been in 
office for the two last centuries before Christ had 
profaned public worship in the eyes of the rigid Jews 
by political strife and by disgraceful cruelties, pious 
fervour addressed itself with greater zeal to the 
synagogue and the written word. It is perhaps to 
be regarded as a characteristic note of the foreigner, 
that Paul here mentions the public worship of God 
at all. The longing for a day in the courts of the 
Lord lay deep down in the soul of the Jew among 
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the Gentiles ; that yearning for home and that deep 
piety that breathes throughout the gradual psalms,’ 
impelled him ever and anon to go up to the city 
set upon a hill, to the Passover feasts. And it was 
with a glow of veneration and divinity that this same 
longing hovered even round that altar in Jerusalem, 
reeking with fat and blood—which had become to the 
popular belief, as it were, a relic of an uncivilised past. 

But of all that had been vouchsafed to the ‘ chosen 
people” the most precious possession were the 
promises, that amazing drama of the world’s end, 
the final doom and the coming splendour of the 
heavens — which, ever since it was fully developed 
by Hebrew saints, just before the Christian era, has, 
with its terrifying might, overwhelmed millions of 
human hearts, and still overwhelms us when we hear 
it in the requiem service, and this although our 
reason no longer admits it as possible. 

The heart of the youthful Saul had felt it too. 
His imagination was filled with the stupendous 
images of the latter days, when heaven and earth 
should pass away in the fires of Jehovah. His con- 
version altered scarcely a single point in this picture ; 
everywhere we recognise the Jewish expectation of 
the future. This is perhaps how it presented itself 
in the heart of the youthful Saul: there will come 
times of great and dire distress, days of tribulation 
when evil shall prevail upon earth.2. Even the 
apostle preaches this dogma as prophet to his con- 
verts,* and comforts them, if they suffer persecution, 
with the old idea, here in its Messianic dress: when 
the night is darkest, God is nighest! For to the 
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triumph of the wicked, as to the tribulation of the 
saints, God will make a sudden end in the day of 
Christ’s appearing. 

This coming of Christ' is the great hope that lifts 
men over all tribulation. The apostle, although he 
considers the man Jesus as the Christ, still speaks, like 
all early Christians, of His “ presence” (not “return ”) 
and of His “coming” (not “coming again”),? so 
firmly set in their minds was the Jewish habit of 
speech. Even as a Jew, Saul believed the Messiah 
to be already in existence—needing only to be 
“revealed ”® (referred later to a second coming). He 
is living in heaven with God, whence God will send 
Him forth, when the time is fulfilled—that is, accom- 
plished.* To the faith of the youthful Saul, the 
Messiah was not only the anointed King of the 
realm of glory, but also the Son of God. The 
Messianic interpretation of Psalm il. was certainly 
familiar to Judaism. The Messiah is the accepted 
“shoot out of the stock of Jesse,” declared as the 
Son of God. Paul appears to have known, too, the 
third title for the heavenly Messiah—the Man (the 
Son of Man), who plays so important a part in 
the apocalyptic books and in the gospels. For the 
apostle’s idea about the two Adams, “the first of 
the earth, earthy ; the second of heaven, a life-giving 
spirit,”*® clearly refer to this Messianic title. This 
heavenly being is in “the form of God,” filled with 

lory.© He was present at the creation of the world, 
and “through him are all things.” ’ 
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Before He tabernacled in the man of the seed of 
David, He came forth from heaven and appeared on 
earth; He revealed Himself to the patriarchs. “That 
rock” which Moses smote, from which “ water came 
out ” which “ followed” the people of Israel through 
the wilderness, “was Christ.” Just as, according to 
the old belief in spirits, God’s angels could transform 
themselves into fiery flames,’ just as God Himself 
could appear as fire in the burning bush, so too the 
Messiah is a being who can change His form at will. 
So He made Himself rock, and “went with” the 
people. In Paul’s time many people, and possibly 
he too, believed that every manifestation of God to 
Israel was a manifestation of the Messiah (or of an 
angel), for they began to consider God as so infinitely 
sublime and remote, that they no longer believed He 
could become visible to the bodily eye. However 
fantastic the idea of Christ in the form of a rock may 
appear to us—however curious the notion that it was 
“spiritual water,” some supernatural matter, that 
flowed from this rock—all this agrees perfectly with 
the contemporary Jewish conception of the universe.® 

As already mentioned, however, another category of 
Messianic ideas, connected with the ancient hope of a 
crowned, triumphant Son of David, was also familiar 
to Paul. We cannot now determine how as a Jew, 
he conceived of the two forms as united in one 
person. In the Hebrew apocalypses we find the 
most contradictory notions on this point, and nearly 
all the different Christological views and disputes 
which agitated Christendom later on, were already 
extant in Judaism, either potentially or actually. 
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When Christ shall appear at the sound of the 
“Jast trump,”* “with all His saints,”* the judgment 
day breaks. Then all depends on having lived “ un- 
reprovable, pure, sincere, void of offence” ; on “ being 
filled with the perfect fruits of righteousness ” so as to 
be “saved ”—* saved” from the wrath of God, which 
shall be revealed in tremendous doom.’ This is the 
salvation that Luther calls ‘ Heil” = healing—accord- 
ing to which Jesus is the “‘ Heiland” = healer—a name 
which in German has a far sweeter, tenderer sound 
than was originally in the word, exactly corresponding 
to the Greek as it does. The “ Healer” is origin- 
ally He who “saves your life” in that tremendous 
doom, who “ plucks” you out of the general destruc- 
tion, delivers from the wrath of God, so terribly 
“made known to the vessels of wrath fitted unto 
destruction.” * 

This awful catastrophe is presented to our view 
under three cycles of pictures. However variously 
the expressions may differ, we may refer all allusions 
to the end of the world to these three cycles. We 
must not attempt to include the types all under one 
head ; this would mean endless confusion. The first 
type is lurid—the image of the hurricane: “the day 
shall be revealed by fire” ;° a downpour of flame from 
heaven shall destroy whatever is not heavenly. One 
escape there is: according to the belief of the time a 
‘“‘seal” secures immunity from the destroying fire.’ 
To Paul, too, this idea was familiar, and as a Chris- 


1 1 Cor. xv. 52; 1 Thess. iv. 16. 2 1 Thess, iii. 13. 

8 1 Cor. i. 8; Phil.i. 10; 1 Cor. v. 5; Rom. v. 9. 

4 E.g. 1 Thess. i. 9 seq. ; Rom. ix. 22; Rom. v. 9. 

Pe liCors 11.) Lo: 6 1 Cor. iii. 14 seq. 7 Rev. vii. 3. 
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tian he recognised this “seal” in the Holy Spirit :* 
he is aware that the term is in reality incongruous 
in this connection, and he only thus applies it to 
avoid the introduction of other “seals”: the Spirit is 
an invisible sign. As a Jew, Paul recognised the 
saving “seal” in the rite of circumcision, which is so 
called in other primitive Christian literature. This 
explains his interpretation of circumcision in his letter 
to the Romans.? Not only the wicked, but also all 
the powers at enmity with God, sin, Satan, death, the 
“weak and beggarly elements,”* will be destroyed ;* 
and the same hope is expressed in the Revelation: 
“death and Hades were thrown into the lake of fire,” ® 
which is the second, the final death. ‘The downpour 
of flame from heaven of which Paul speaks is not this 
burning lake, but is more probably adapted from 
the idea of a flash of lightning. ‘This agrees with 
the way in which Paul handles his figure, and the 
thunderstorm is a well-known image for the world’s 
end (compare Ps. xvi. and xxix.). Possibly the flash 
of lightning is but the heavenly glory radiating down- 
wards and consuming in its glow all that is merely 
carnal, earthly. 

Much less frequent is the type of struggle, victory, 
and rule of God, Christ, and the Redeemed. The 
“kingdom” which Christ has, so to speak, won, is 
“inherited,” “taken possession of.”° This rule pre- 
vails until Christ shall have put all God’s enemies 
under His feet.’ 

The figure generally employed is finally that of a 


1 1 Cor. i. 22, 2 Ov eivedile 3 Gal. iv. 9, 
Sy leCor die O skin. 20; 5 Rev. xx. 14, 61 Cor. wie 9) 
1 Cor. xv. 25, cp. iv, 83 Rom: xvi. 20, 
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judgment. A solemn, heavenly scene : God enthroned 
on His judgment seat,’ before which each one must 
appear to give an account to Him who knows our 
secret actions.” The book of life, wide open,* contains 
the names of those who have lived pure and blame- 
less lives. An accuser stands on one side of God’s 
throne—Paul does not mention, but clearly refers to 
him ‘—and on the other side, the advocate, as he is 
called in the Johannine writings, who intercedes for 
us, “who stands on God’s right hand,” * the heavenly 
Christ. Beside this picture there is another, not only 
in Paul’s writings, but also throughout Judaism: 
‘Christ the Judge.6 We must keep the two categories 
of passages together without attempting any artificial 
reconciliation of apparent discrepancies, in order to 
attribute to the apostle a complete system of eschat- 
ology, not to speak of any ‘Trinitarian ideas. Only 
once did he himself connect the two categories 
of ideas; and then he eludes the difficulty very 
simply by saying, God judges “through Christ 
Jesus,” a turn of phrase which, exactly as is the 
case to-day in its ecclesiastical use, represents no 
distinct idea. 

On the judgment day the dead shall arise and each 
receive his judgment,’ either a judgment of punish- 
ment unto death * or a sentence of acquittal unto life.° 
This sentence of acquittal is the “justification ” which 
plays such an important part in Paul and Luther. 


1 Rom. xiv. 10. 2 Rom. ii. 16. 3 Phil. iv. 3. 
4 Rom. viii. 33. 5 Rom. viii. 33. 

6 1 Thess. ii. 19, and 1 Cor. iv. 4; 2 Cor. v. 10. 

T Gal. v. 10; Rom. xiii. 2. 

8 Rom, v. 16, 18; Rom. viii. 1, vii. 24. 

9 Rom. v. 16, 17, and viii. 4. 
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Both found the formula for the fundamental question 
of religion here ; that question which, in the Acts of 
the Apostles, is thus expressed in terms derived from 
the first cycle of types: What must I do to be saved 4 
Luther has also stated it in the words, How shall I 
propitiate God? ‘To this fundamental question the 
Pharisee Saul answers: he is acquitted, justified in 
God’s sight, who has righteousness, and who has - 
done enough good works. These just ones, the saints 
of God, now have a part, not alone in the ruling of 
God’s kingdom, but also in God’s judgment, and will 
judge men and angels." 

The great heavenly “day” of judgment must not 
be measured by our human measurements. <A long 
time will pass before all are judged, before all enemies 
are conquered. Meanwhile the fashion of the world 
changes :” Jerusalem from above, the heavenly city, 
appears ;* everything temporal vanishes, only the 
Kternal is left. Then comes the end, when the Son 
shall deliver everything up to the Father, making 
Himself subject unto Him, that God may be All in 
All.* Paul does not mean a general absorption into 
divinity, nor the return of all created beings, including 
the wicked, to the Godhead, but he means that after 
the destruction of all evil the will of God shall reign 
absolutely over all things created that deserve eternity. 

Those who are elected to this life in the kingdom 
of God “enter into the inheritance,”® they inherit 
the promises, the “land,” as the patriarchs of old 
did Canaan, the kingdom of God,° «“ incorruption.” ” 


1 1 Cor. vi. 2 seq. 2 1 Cor. vii. 31. 3 Gal. iv. 26. 
4 1 Cor. xv. 28. 5 Gal. iii. 29 and iv. 7. 
S71, Cor vi. Oiseq. 7 Galiiv.21, 7 1 Cor. xv. 50. 


THE HERITAGE OF THE SCHOOL 51 


‘‘Kternal life” is the possession they receive, a life in 
honour,’ power,” and radiant heavenly glory.’ 

Seldom as Paul describes the punishments of the 
wicked—he nowhere dwells on the subject—he knows 
how to stir the soul with moving words about this 
heavenly life. Yet he does not speak of joys in 
heavenly places as being like the bliss of Paradise. 
And that is why he afterwards succeeded in implant- 
ing his belief in the eternal world in countless hearts, 
for it was a power in his own that nothing could up- 
root: though our outward man is decaying, yet our 
inward man is renewed day by day. “For our light 
affliction, which is for the moment, worketh for us 
more and more exceedingly an eternal weight of 
glory, while we look not at the things which are seen, 
but at the things which are not seen; for the things 
which are seen are temporal, but the things which 
are not seen are eternal.” * 

Paul could speak of these things calmly, with a 
settled conviction; he must therefore needs have 
already reconciled all such things to his mind as 
make the Jewish inheritance distasteful to us to-day, 
however much the revelation of St John and a large 
proportion of our own hymns have familiarised us 
-later Christians with the idea. It is not only our 
modern attitude of thought with regard to the uni- 
verse that refuses to accept the figures of a judgment 
day, a hell fire and a world’s end, and forbids to paint 
the pangs of the damned with an evident satisfaction 
—it is our moral instinct and our faith in a heavenly 
Father who gathers His lost sons in His arms. Yet 


Y Rom: ii, 7, ix..21 ; 1 Cor. xv.-43; 21 Thess, ii.12: 
8 Rom. viii. 173 ix. 23, etc. . 4 2 Cor. iv. 16 seq. 
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however thorough the transformation of such old 
Bible images may be, the longing for a pure and 
blessed life in an eternal world beyond and above 
this our world of phenomena will never die in man- 
kind—the kernel will not, must not, be lost with the 
discarded shell,—the faith that sees heaven open at 
the edge of the tomb. 

And the faith that believes in the near approach of 
the world’s end, this, too, has its kernel which is 
imperishable. Every man who wills and works righte- 
ousness aims at helping the men of his own time. 
It is to them that he wishes to impart whatever 
he recognises as good; it is they whom he strives to 
fashion to the standard which he considers the pattern 
of perfection. ‘Thus his efforts will always be strenu- 
ous and his hope urgent, even though he may no longer 
believe that heaven and earth must pass away before 
“the light shall shine for the righteous.” 


THE PHARISEE. 


CHAPTER V. 
THe HERITAGE OF THE ScHooL—continued. 


Gop did not leave Himself without a witness among 
other nations, but to the Jews only did He deliver the 
promises in a sacred book. He had pronounced them 
to the patriarchs, and for the later generations who 
were to see their fulfilment. He had caused them to 
be written down.’ Such was the belief Saul shared 
with his people. Judaism was a book religion in the 
strictest sense of the term, almost as much as were the 
post-Reformation churches. God had indeed spoken 
of old at sundry times and in divers manners unto 
the fathers, to the holy patriarchs, “ by Himself,” but 
all that was: left now was a sacred book and _ theo- 
logians—that is to say, expounders of the sacred book. 
Such was the idea which lay at the root of Judaism. 

This sacred book had been of slow growth, and it had 
been slow to slay the prophets. In the year 621 B.c., 
when the first fragment of the book of the law was 
“found,” it was thought necessary to “commune” 
with a prophetess about its validity.” Slowly the book 
increased: the “law” was made up of relics of bygone 
popular traditions and sacred customs, and this was the 

Eot'Cor, ix; 10, 2 2 Kings xxii. seq. 
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Pentateuch, always regarded by the Jews as pecu- 
liarly sacred and absolutely binding. In Paul’s time, 
and even up to the present day, J'ora, the name for 
the law, has remained in Hebrew as a term denoting 
Holy Scripture in general. It embraces all that later 
collection of scriptures which gradually grew up under 
the shadow of the sacredness of the book of the law. 
In this sense Paul (1st Cor. xiv. 21, and Rom. 1. 
19) speaks of the law when he quotes passages 
from the prophets and the Psalms. The prophets by 
whose efforts the law had once been established and 
had become the sacred book, were the first to benefit 
by its sacred character, and composed the second 
portion of holy scripture writings by the side of the 
Tora. The law and the prophets’ now became the 
expression for the Bible, and this it remained again 
for centuries, even after a new class of books, the 
Psalms, Proverbs, Job, Canticles, Ruth, Lamenta- 
tions, Ecclesiastes, and Esther, had been attached. 
These were called briefly “the Scriptures,” or, as 
the introduction to Ecclesiasticus has it, “the other 
books of our fathers,” “the rest of the books,” “the 
others that have followed in their steps” (7.e. of the 
law and the prophets). Judaism in Palestine was 
narrower in the matter of accepting further scriptures 
than were the Jews of the Dispersion. The latter 
handed down to us in their Greek translation of the 
Old Testament a whole additional series of writings 
called afterwards the “ Apocrypha.” These books are 
mostly Greek, but even that part of them which was 
originally written in Hebrew was no longer included 
in the Hebrew Bible. Now Paul, as a Jew of the 
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Dispersion—later, as missionary to the Gentiles—is 
accustomed to quote from the Greek version, he must 
have known the apocryphal books; it only remains 
doubtful if he had read them all. As we have 
already seen, there are several distinct reminiscences 
of the wisdom of Solomon in his writings. 

The formation of sacred books did not cease 
with the conclusion of the sacred canon. This 
book religion could after all not entirely quench 
the “spirit,” 72e. prophecy. There were still 
always men who derived the certainty from their 
personal religious experience that God Himself 
or an angel had spoken to them. But the book 
religion with its dogma of prophets being a thing 
entirely of the past, forced them, as it were, to wear 
a mask. So they wrote under the name of some 
old saint what was in reality the experience of 
contemporary souls, and, as such, was intended for 
contemporaries. And thus arose a pseud-epigraphic 
class of literature in the form of apocalypses, in which 
such old-time saints as Daniel, Enoch, Ezra, spoke 
to their descendants. The authors of these writings 
vindicated their claim to speak for the past, by really 
transmitting a mass of material of a cosmographical 
nature, fantastic doctrines of spirits and heavens, of 
sun, moon, and stars, dew, snow, hail, etc., just as 
they themselves had heard these things from their 
forefathers. That Paul was familiar with this class 
of writings, also that he considered it sacred and that 
he applied its teaching, is proved plainly first of 
all by the fact, that his eschatology in its leading - 
details agrees exactly with the accounts found in 
these Jewish apocalypses. Yet there are but few 
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direct quotations from them in Paul’s epistles. Ac- 
cording to one of the fathers of the Church, the 
passage ‘“ Neither circumcision availeth anything, nor 
uncircumcision, but a new creature,”’ is taken from an 
apocalypse of Moses. It occurs indeed repeatedly in 
similarly plain terms, yet it appears to me to be only | 
a genuine quotation in this form: “ but the keeping of 
the commandments of God.”” Certainly the passage 
(1 Cor. i. 9), ‘Eye hath not seen,” ete., which Paul 
introduces as a passage of Scripture with the solemn 
formula “as it is written,” is such a quotation. It is 
not found in any of the books of the Old Testament, 
but according to several of the Church fathers it occurs 
in an ‘“‘apocalypse of Elijah.” 

All the learning of the youthful Saul was interpre- 
tation of Scripture. His teachers were nothing if not 
expounders of the sacred text, and what they did, over 
and above this, was to “build a hedge round the law,” 
to protect and cherish it by means of a casuistical 
application of its meaning to all possible and impos- 
sible circumstances of life. The whole wisdom of the 
Pharisee was to learn how to expound Scripture. And 
Paul practised the methods of exegesis which he 
learned as Saul with rigid consistency. He shares 
the belief of his teachers as to inspiration. Not alone 
the contents are holy, but also the letter—all is alike 
the word of God. Whenever we understand the 
apostle’s words, “the letter killeth, but the spirit 
giveth life,’ in the sense of a more liberal interpreta- 
tion of Scripture, we do so without his authority. Paul 
meant something very different (2 Cor. iii. 6). True, 
Paul once introduces a quotation with the words, 

* 1 Cor, vii. 19; cp. Gal, v. 6; Rom. ii, 25, 2 Gal. vi. 15; 
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‘‘ Isaiah is very bold and saith” (Rom. x. 20). But we 
must not read this passage in the light of a broader 
idea of inspiration, as though emphasis were put 
upon the fact that Isaiah was something more than 
a mere machine. For in another passage Paul con- 
cludes from a single letter that salvation is not for 
the Jew but for the Christian. Gal. in. 16 runs: 
“Now to Abraham were the promises spoken and to 
his seed. He saith not, ‘and to seeds,” as of many ; 
but as of one. ‘And to thy seed, which is Christ.” 
In the Hebrew a single vowel distinguishes in this 
ease the singular from the plural. Where every- 
thing, even the minutest detail, was inspired, and 
everything “was written for our sakes,” the inter- 
preters of Scripture had recourse to the most singular 
expedients, in order to find the fitting meaning for 
this collection of oracles. The above-mentioned 
example is characteristic. “Seed” in the Hebrew is 
a collective, like our word “ progeny,” and is there- 
fore constantly used in the singular to imply the 
numerous descendants. Paul as a Jew must have 
known this just as well as any Bible reader to-day. 
Yet he makes the most of the letter, the gram- 
matical sense of the word, as opposed to the spirit, 
the real meaning, in order to have his “proof” 
from Scripture. 

Three methods of interpretation were employed to 
adapt to present needs books written of old in quite 
a different sense. The first and most usual method 
was to take the words as a prophecy of the present, 
whenever any allusion in the passage made _ this 
apparently possible; just as in the word “seed” of 
the passage alluded to. This method of exposition 
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was largely practised. A further example (Rom. 
ix. 25): the prophet Hosea had prophesied to his 
people that God would “ put it away for a time, and 
call it ‘not my people,’ but then, when it should turn 
unto Him, He would have mercy on it”: 
« And to her that is not loved will I show love, 
And to ‘not my people’ will I say, Thou art my people, 
And they shall say, Thou art my God,” ! 

Yet Paul interprets the “not my people” as the 
heathen, and so gets a prophetic allusion to his mis- 
sion, of course in downright contradiction to the 
historical sense of the words. All the Messianic 
prophecies of the Old Testament arose more or 
less in this way: they are naive, forced interpreta- 
tions of passages charged with quite different mean- 
ings, in the strength of the dogma that all Scripture 
bears interpretation for the present time. Historical 
science in its progressive development has therefore 
once for all made an end of this method of exegesis. 
In our own time it lingers only in pietistic circles, 
and—unfortunately—in the schoolroom. 

The second method of interpretation was through 
types. It is founded on convictions, which Paul 
himself has formulated in one striking passage, and 
illustrated by an example: ‘“ For I would not, brethren, 
have you ignorant, how that our fathers were all 
under the cloud, and all passed through the sea; and 
were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the 
sea; and did all eat the same spiritual meat, and did 
all drink the same spiritual (supernatural, heavenly) 
drink. Howbeit with most of them God was not 
well pleased ; for they were overthrown in the wilder- 
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ness... . now these things happened unto them 
by way of type (tumxos), and they were written for 
our admonition, upon whom the ends of the ages are 
come.” * What happened beforetime in the exodus 
is a type, an example for the latter-day times in which 
Paul lived. The historical reality of the circumstances 
and their significance remains undisturbed, but that 
they were “written” carried, according to Divine 
intention, an admonishing and instructive lesson for 
the generation of these same latter days—which was 
‘Paul’s present. 

Typology is the method pursued by our present 
practical exegesis, and is quite justifiable: only we 
certainly are a little more prudent in the matter of 
asserting that such past events were written only “for 
our sakes.” 

Allegory is a third and different way of proceeding, 
which Paul also used like his contemporaries. Here, 
finally, the belief in the plenary inspiration of a sacred 
book is completely developed in all its elements. For 
only allegory can wring a sense out of such passages 
as are inapplicable, nay, offensive to the present. 
Allegory asserts something more, and deeper, 1s 
meant than the bare words of the book convey. 
In employing this method, it is always, of course, 
necessary to show why a deeper meaning is sought 
for. But the reason for thus substituting a deeper 
sense is often merely some esthetic or moral offensive- 
ness in the literal sense of the passage to be explained. 
So in 1 Cor. ix. 8 Paul proceeds: “ For it is written 
in the law of Moses, thou shalt not muzzle the ox 
when he treadeth out the corn.” Now follows the 

PiteCorexe 1-11, 
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argument to prove that the passage must be under- 
stood allegorically, not literally: “Is it for the oxen 
that God careth, or saith He it altogether for our 
sake?” And so Paul concludes the meaning of the 
words to be: the apostles are to be maintained by 
their congregations. (In reality, the commandment 
in the Old Testament is intended quite literally as 
a humane ordinance for the protection of animals.) 
The explanations in 2 Cor. iii. 13 are similar, in 
which Paul attributes an exactly opposite meaning 
to the passage, in flat contradiction to its original 
plain intention: Exodus xxxiv. 33-35. So too Gal. 
iv. 24, etc., the well-known passage about Hagar. 
Abraham had two wives, the one free, Sarah; the 
other a slave, the Arab woman Hagar. ‘The latter, 
according to Paul, signifies Sinai, and her marriage 
the covenant of Sinai, “for Mount Sinai is in Arabia.” 
Therefore the Jews, who received their law at Sinai, 
are children of the handmaid, not children of Sarah, 
and heirs of the promise: to be the seed of Abraham 
is the Christian’s portion. And these things are an 
‘* allegory—these two women are the covenants.” 
With such a method of interpretation anything 
may be “proved.” The Reformers, trained in the 
school of the humanists, recognised this clearly. 
Therefore they insisted on the historical, the plain, 
evident sense of the written word. And so they set 
on foot the whole modern system of Biblical criticism, 
and made the first breaches in the old doctrine of 
verbal inspiration — now gone for ever, however 
desperately our more conservative laymen may still 
cling to it, and with whatever disguises our orthodox 
theologians may hide their true conyictions on the 
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subject of inspiration in order to maintain it. Only 
lately has some effort been made — starting from 
textual criticism—to introduce a deeper and a truer 
view of the real essence of the Bible amongst people 
of this tendency. 

On the other hand, in our own day again, men like 
Richard Wagner, Tolstoi, the theosophists, Wolfgang 
Kirchbach, and many others, have begun to allegorise 
the New ‘Testament in behalf of their modern or 
Buddhist theories —just as formerly the Alexandrines 
allegorised Homer or Philo Moses. The danger is 
great nowadays, that by such allegorising a strange 
religion may take the place of the Gospel—but this 
danger will pass, for we are armed against it by our 
- historical work. What these men are doing is just 
the opposite method to that of the traditional Chris- 
tianity which they attack. 

Historical research, the genuine offspring of the 
Reformation, saves us from both extremes. It does, 
indeed, destroy the old theory of inspiration absolutely, 
and teaches us to take the Bible as a collection of 
documents of the religious history of the people of 
Israel. But it also quickens this history and its great 
protagonists the prophets. ‘They live for us as they 
never did before. By this means it shows us the 
process of the spiritualising and deepening of a popular 
religion, until it is completely transformed and exalted 
into the Gospel—thus giving us the courage to believe 
that this great history of the spiritual life of a people 
‘has been a history of God with mankind, and that its 
protagonists were actually sent by God to man. 


THE SEEKER AFTER GOD. 


CHAPTER VI. 
SauL THE Patrrior. THE Figur ror THE Law. 


Tue outlook on the universe which the youthful 
Saul inherited from his fathers, and learned from his 
teachers, has been presented to us. Kven now, 
there are thousands of people who consider such an 
outlook the Christian one, who are unable to imagine 
for themselves any other setting for their Christian 
faith than the one which the old mythologies have 
woven around earth, heaven, good and evil, the 
present and the future. Yet this whole view of 
things is, after all, only setting, just like any other 
“views” from that time to our own: a setting for 
the real life, for inmost personal religion. How little 
this theology really has to do with the essential life of 
the spirit, is clear, when we consider that thousands 
of Paul’s contemporaries had the same training, yet 
one alone, Saul of Tarsus, had his Damascus. 

Where are those others, the thousands? They lived 
and died happily, doing their daily work, pious Jews 
after the pattern of their fathers; many of them 
followed perchance in the footsteps of their great 
fellow-countryman, after he had shown the way. 
Why did Paul become a pioneer? Why did not his 
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soul, too, remain on the beaten track that was traced 
for him by his origin and by his education ? 

It is certainly not ours to fathom the mystery that 
every new-born human soul brings with it. Yet if 
we know a man’s outward environment and the 
leading traits of his nature, we may venture to 
penetrate a little further into the life of his soul, 
and none may gainsay when we refuse to stop short 
at the outward and visible life as it appears in the 
man’s words. Those who pretend that the higher 
task of sympathising with and revealing the inner life 
is the poet’s function, and that to meddle with such 
problems is not the student’s work, take the very 
breath out of historic research, and lower the historian 
to the level of an archivist and antiquary. Whoever 
does not feel something akin to the poet, to the artist, 
in himself, will never attain the highest aim of the 
historian. We must have the courage to admit so 
much, if we only are conscientious enough not to 
romance, and not to hanker after the satisfaction of 
our own spiritual needs, in undertaking to give an 
account of the inmost life of other men. 


SAUL THE PATRIOT. 


Saul the Rabbi had inherited a great soul. His 
love was warmer than that of other men ; his hate too. 
In the letters of the full-grown man glows the fire 
of an ardent soul, to whom the whole of life presents 
itself in violent contrasts. Heaven and earth, light 
and darkness, day and night, spirit and flesh, God 
and devil, truth and falsehood: just as his people 
lived among these contrasts, so he entered into them 
all with whole-hearted fervour. Effort and conflict 
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was his portion: he fought first for, then against, the 
law, with his very life constantly at stake ; voluntarily 
giving up every single hour of pleasure and the sleep 
of his nights, renouncing the joys of marriage, the love 
of children, the peace of home. He fought even unto 
blood for the glory of God. Even as Christian he 
«delivered the fornicator unto Satan for the destruc- 
tion of the flesh, that the spirit may be saved.” * Even 
as an apostle he launched his anathema against all 
who should “ preach another gospel,” even were it an 
angel from heaven!* Wherever fire is, there are dross 
and ashes too. Now and then we see in Paul some- 
thing of that mysterious demoniacal greatness which 
awes and terrifies us more than it elevates. To get 
nearer to him, we must perforce remind ourselves 
that he wrote the beautiful chapter on love, that he 
lived a life of loving renunciation, and that he could 
wish himself accursed and for ever severed from his 
Lord if only thereby he might save “his brethren 
and kinsmen according to the flesh.” * 

This lofty soul lived in the great hopes of his people 
with a more glowing flame; he strove after the great 
things to be awaited more ardently than the meaner 
souls who can more or less be filled with the joys and 
sorrows of this world. His fight for spiritual purity 
was closer and intenser than theirs, but his hope of 
glory and eternal bliss, of the triumphing of his nation 
and the casting down of the heathen and all other 
adversaries to be God’s footstool, was more fervent 
and more jubilant too. The defiance and bitterness 
that filled every noble Jewish soul of the time, before 
the nation had learned from the brutal persecutions 
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of the Middle Ages to fly to strategems of wily 
ambition and mean revenge—this defiance fed a force 
of resistance and of indifference in Paul, that could 
ignore everything merely external, and fix itself on 
the hidden essentials. This defiance it was, too, that 
helped Paul to paint the splendours of that coming 
time when the enslaved children of his people should 
be crowned in freedom with honour and heavenly 
glory. That hope was always uppermost even with 
Paul the Christian, that treasure was evermore his 
hidden source of strength: he felt his spiritual 
liberty within; the earnest of celestial glory, the 
Holy Ghost, spoke to him in groanings that cannot 
be uttered. A man’s ideal heaven must be the 
counterpart of his life’s sufferings. And the sentence 
to. be passed on the soul is the expression of that 
soul’s hope. 

To a soul like that of Paul the Pharisee, no hope, 
however bright—no book, however sacred—can bring 
satisfaction. As the hart panteth after the water 
brooks, so the soul thirsts for God, the living God. 
In all prophet-souls it is the same—whether the 
voice of the living God says, “ Thou art my beloved 
Son, in whom I am well pleased ”—or whether the 
voice of the tortured conscience cries, “ Saul, Saul, 
why persecutest thou me ?” or whether it speaks with 
children’s lips to a St Augustine, or in Bible texts 
to a Luther. The longing of a true prophet is to 
hear God’s voice, and the prophet’s ear waits upon 
the heavens till the heavens open, and to his ravished 
sight in that highest hour his way of life shines clear. 
In such an hour all traditions vanish, all minor 
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spirits sought to recognise their God’s will, treading 
in their fathers’ steps. 

Saul’s hour had not yet struck; he still was 
treading the path his fathers had trod, and his soul 
still clung to their sacred traditions. Whole-hearted 
everywhere, throwing himself body and soul into 
everything that appeared to him to be right, he 
outvied many of his Jewish contemporaries in zeal 
for the national traditions. To him these furnished 
ever new grounds for delight in his people, and for 
grateful love to the God of his fathers. With this 
delight, this love in his heart, he had travelled up 
from Tarsus to Jerusalem. Here stood God’s house, 
-here celebrated doctors guarded and studied the 
traditions of the fathers; here earnest men were 
striving unweariedly to rear a holy and just nation, 
worthy of the fulfilment of the divine promises. 
Here Paul met the new sect of those who acknow- 
ledged as the Messiah a man who had been con- 
demned by the Sanhedrim and crucified by the 
Romans as a criminal: this sect claimed allegiance 
for Him, and daily won new souls among the people 
for their mad fancy. A mad fancy it must surely 
be, that these men had taken up. Saul burst out 
into vehement and indignant protest. To him, this 
was making a farce of the holy of holies. Were the 
great hopes of his people to become a by-word ? 
Were these Christians to go on _ proclaiming as 
Messiah a criminal whom the hated Roman had 
nailed to the cross, who had worn the purple robe 
as “king of the Jews,” amid the jeers and mockery 
of the soldier rabble, from whose shameful cross the 
scoffing inscription I.N.R.I. had proclaimed to the 
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faithful Jews what the unclean and lawless thought 
of the great promises? A man who had thus dragged 
down into the dust what was the holy of holies to 
his people? Were the promises to be yea and amen 
in such a one? No, a thousand times no; the cross, 
the gallows, was an “ offence” that wormed the very 
heart of the pious Jew! ‘This was the offence of 
the cross of which the apostle afterwards has so much 
to say.’ The fact that the law attached a curse to 
one hanged (Deut. xxi. 27), certainly added strength 
to the argument ; yet the worst of all was the shock 
to the soul, and this Saul could not overcome. So 
he became a persecutor. Henceforth he had but one 
aim: destruction and annihilation for all these mad- 
men and blasphemers. With what deep pain did 
the apostle in later life look back on this period of 
his experience! when the vehemence of his nature, 
united with all he thought holy, burst out into the 
flame of a fanaticism which shrank from no means 
of violence.” But then he thought it was a red-letter 
day in his life when he saw the bleeding body of a 
Christian lying at his feet, mangled by the stone- 
throwing mob. Murder for the glory of God is at 
once the blackest and the greatest thing that men 
ean do for God and the salvation of their fellows, 
as they understand it. It is a long, a seemingly end- 
less road till we come to the complete surrender of 
the whole life in the service of God—to the words that 
baffle even the readiest fanatic: “ And if I bestow 
all my goods to feed the poor, and if I give my 
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body to be burned, but. have not love, it profiteth 
me nothing!” 

An abyss lies between these words and Saul the 
persecutor. And yet, a little while after the stoning 
of Stephen, the “wonder” happened. <A_persecutor 
started from Jerusalem with letters from the Sanhe- 
drim—a converted Christian, an apostle of the new 
faith, arrived at Damascus. To understand this, we 
must first examine the other aspect of his religious 
life, his life under the law. 


THE Figur ror THE Law. 

The law was everything to the young Pharisee. 
Alike fountain of mercy and aim of life, it opened for 
him the gate of heaven and showed him the moral 
ideal for the man whose “delight is in the law of the 
Lord, and in his law doth he meditate day and night ; 
who is like a tree planted by the rivers of water, and 
whatsoever he doeth shall prosper.” The altar had 
long ceased to be considered a means of propitiating 
Jehovah’s favour by the fat of sacrifice or of secur- 
ing His pleasure by “sweet savours,” or of insuring 
a man’s bodily and spiritual sanctification by the 
sprinkling of the sacred blood. The sacrifices had for 
long been nothing more than a portion of the law, 
carried out because Jehovah had commanded them. 
Even prayer, the oldest yet ever new approach to 
God, had in Judaism to suffer itself to be almost 
entirely relegated within the limits of what was or- 
dained in the law. Its duration and its contents 
were subjected to the most rigid prescription, and 
so it had become merely a pious function required by 
God, for which you expected your reward before 
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God and men just as you did for fasting and alms- 
giving. Associate religion with law, and the latter 
will gain ground with the swiftness of an infectious 
disease. Nothing is safe from its grasp, not even a 
man’s innermost holy of holies, the intercourse of his 
heart with God. This is to be seen constantly: the 
legal religion we witness around us now, Romanism, 
has allowed the mechanical and the merely ritual to 
encroach upon prayer. Is not prayer here lowered 
to the rank of an ecclesiastical punishment ? 

Yet the legal stage through which every religion 
must painfully pass from its primitive beginnings, is 
not without its blessing too. It remained a lifelong 
power for good to the apostle, that his fiery, passion- 
ate nature had passed through the school of the law. 
His inherent force of energy was thereby increased a 
hundredfold and his soul acquired a discipline such as 
no other “ taskmaster” could have given. Pharisaism 
with its painfully precise zeal in keeping all the 
commandments—nay, even multiplying them end- 
lessly—bred a life as strictly regulated as in any 
conceivable monastic order. How much time and 
attention this anxious carefulness for self and care 
for one’s environment demands! How admirably the 
system of the law teaches the lesson of faithfulness 
in little things! Above all, it is a preservative 
against every kind of loose living—the supposed pre- 
rogative of men of genius—to which some greatly 
gifted saints with passionate temperaments have been 
prone. Under such training was Saul the Pharisee’s 
anxiously delicate, extremely sensitive conscience 
developed and the deep earnestness fostered which 
attended him throughout his career. 
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But in spite of the blessing which he derived from the 
law, Saul and the law could not remain at peace with 
each other. One of them had to be the undoing of 
the other. For when the law in any form meets with 
a nature so sincere, so energetic, so powerful, a terrible 
conflict ensues. Nothing better can be conceived for 
feeble, crippled, half-developed natures than a religion 
oflaw. The immense power of the Romish Church 
over the masses is not without its grounds, and 
monasteries will always find inmates in thousands 
who do not experience what Luther had to in the cell. 
Why? This stupendous system of isolated “pious ” 
deeds, this medley of unintelligible yet sacred rites— 
the accumulation of centuries—occupies the minds 
of those to whom the system in itself has become 
repugnant, with external objects, and bids them do 
good works for God. The religion of the law offers 
to such a thousand minor indulgences, encourages a 
naive belief that they are doing great things for God, 
diverts attention from the inner spiritual life, and 
thus affords satisfaction and comfort—just what they 
want. The system places sin, real sin, on the same 
level as the thousandfold transgressions in matters of 
Sabbath-keeping and fasting and rules of the Order, 
while it pronounces with an apparently superior 
profoundness that all sins are alike transgressions 
of the divine law; thus affording fresh comfort to 
the easy-going superficial mind, by encouraging the 
impression that what is downright bad may be made 
good again through the observance of innumerable 
ceremonies. Now the laws may be liturgical, or they 
may be regulations for public worship, moral rules of 
conduct or dogmas—as long as such a legal religion 


THE FIGHT FOR THE LAW sia 


deals with average men and women, with their innate 
laziness and superficiality, their longing for slight 
alterations and compromises and their dislike of 
absolute truth, all goes smoothly. But the sunken 
reef is there: the smoothness is only on the surface. 
For every legal religion must needs diverge into 
two varieties of piety, the compromise of the 
masses, the “laymen” and the absolute of the 
adept, the monk, and the Pharisee. In Judaism 
the adepts of the legal religion were called Phari- 
sees, which means the “separated ones.” They 
called themselves the “ Associates,’ by contrast 
to the people. For the masses have never, in 
Judaism nor in Romanism, in the West nor 
in India, had time, taste, and money enough to 
lead an exceptional life of piety. The exception- 
ally pious have had to be maintained, either as 
teachers or mendicant friars, by others, for other- 
wise how could they fulfil all the commandments 
of God ? 

Paul had to learn this painful lesson too. Accord- 
ing to the promise, the hope of a glorious kingdom 
was the portion of a holy and just people. Yet the 
people as a whole were never able really to fulfil the 
law. Then what availed all their zeal for the 
traditions of the fathers, all the pious activity of 
the ‘“ Associates”? The people as a whole were 
lost and remained lost. <A heart full of love for his 
nation as Paul’s was, must needs suffer keenly at 
this thought. While it was the glad tidings of Jesus 
boldly and unconditionally to open the kingdom of 
heaven to poor, anxious, suffering, God-seeking souls, 
it rent the very heart of Saul the Pharisee that his 
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kinsmen according to the flesh were not able to keep 
the law. 

Souls like Saul and Luther coming face to face with 
the law, draw an inference which is fatal to it. They 
recognise by an instinct of unerring sincerity that 
the law offers man no real aim in life, but rather an 
artificially elaborated something that is powerless to 
stir any genuine satisfaction and enthusiasm in doing 
good. To Paul the law was as a taskmaster who 
constrains the would-be truant youth to follow him 
to school,’ as a prison in which he was shut up and 
under restraint >—not as an ideal that liberates and 
makes for goodness. Honest, loyal natures look 
for ideals; they gladly submit themselves, feeling 
that such submission confers an inward freedom 
and creates an ennobling and harmonious vitality. 
The law had nothing of this kind to offer; it 
never will have, let its inner constitution be what 
it may. 

Lastly, there was something else, and that decided 
the issue. He only can be happy under the dispen- 
sation of law who can live a lifelong “lie.” And, 
since it is no mere pessimistic notion of our poets, 
but a bitter fact, that most people live a lifelong lie 
and that they “worship a lie,” the religion of legality 
is likely to endure long enough. But proud, down- 
right, consistent natures cannot be put off with a lie. 
If they are unable to resist, they die of the lie: if 
they are strong it is the lie that dies. The lie inherent 
in the law was the presumption that it could be 
fulfilled. Everyone of Paul’s associates understood 
that the commandment could not be kept, but 
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they did not own it to themselves. The elder 
behaved in presence of the younger men as if it 
could be kept: one believed it on the strength 
of another, and did not acknowledge the impossi- 
bility to himself. They blinded themselves to their 
own sin by comparing themselves with other just men 
and had recourse to remote ages, to Enoch, Noah, 
and Daniel, in order to produce “advocates” for 
their souls. They hoped God would allow the good 
works of the saints to cover their own deficiencies, 
and they did not forget occasionally to beg for mercy 
—yet, on the whole, they kept up the lie and went 
on as if all were well. 

At the price of tremendous inward conflicts Paul 
rent the veil of lies which the training of his family 
and his teachers had woven round his youthful con- 
science. He had had an experience quite different 
from that which the good Psalmist had exalted: 
he was not like a tree planted by rivers of waters ; 
his soul did not dwell in peace and quietness—no, 
he had to face this terrible thing: the law, holy, 
just, and good, was changed for him into a demoniacal 
temptation to sin. He has told us of his experience 
in terms which recall the story of Eden: ‘ What 
shall we say then? Is the law sin? God forbid. 
Howbeit, I had not known sin except through the law: 
for I had not known coveting, except the law had 
said, Thou shalt not covet: but sin, finding occasion, 
wrought in me through the commandment all manner 
of coveting: for apart from the law sin is dead. 
And I was alive apart from the law once: but when 
the commandment came, sin revived, and I died; 
and the commandment, which was unto life, this 
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I found to be unto death: for sin, finding occasion, 
through the commandment beguiled me, and through 
it slew me.” 

There was one of the dangers lawgivers are apt 
to ignore, yet which every law brings with it for 
proud strong natures. Our religious instruction is 
not free from this risk: let us see to it that it may 
not become a school of sin, an invitation to evil. 
The knowledge of evil may in itself imperil innocence. 
The youthful Saul felt this with horror, and the law 
that others blessed, that he himself honoured above 
everything, became to him ruin, sin, and death. 
“Did, then, that which is good become death unto 
me? God forbid. But sin, that it might [according 
to God’s intention] be shown to be sin, by working 
death to me through that which is good.”’ Sin which 
dwelt in him—the principle of evil, as his teachers 
had taught. him—made the good for him an instru- 
ment of death. 

It is an experience common to us all, only not 
with such profoundness and power—an experience 
we are not always ready to avow with Paul, when 
he goes on to speak of his conflict with the law : “ For 
that which I do I know not: for not what I would, 
that do I practise ; but what I hate, that I do... . 
I find then the law, that, to me who would do good, 
evil is present. For I delight in the law of God 
after the inward man; but I see a different law in 
my members, warring against the law of my mind, 
and bringing me into captivity under the law of sin 
which is in my members.” ® 

In this conics Saul lived, as Pharisees and_ perse- 
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cutor. Heavier and heavier did the curse of the law 
become to him, the more he studied it and the more 
exactly he tried to keep the commandment. The 
“principle of evil” of which he had heard, and which 
he had fancied was easy to overcome, became for him a 
visible personal reality ; and it was just his vehement, 
proud and fiery temperament that longed after good 
so passionately, just this rushed him headlong into 
manifold sins that separated him farther and farther 
from God. What struggles must have raged through 
his conscience, until, conquered at last, he breaks out 
in the despairing cry: “1 know that in me, that is, 
in my flesh, dwelleth no good thing. For to will is 
present with me, but to do that which is good is not. 
So now it is no more I that do it, but sin which 
dwelleth in me!”! ‘Terrible hours of anguish for the 
faithful Pharisee till at last he sees: “It is all in 
vain! ‘Thou too art lost, art reprobate. If it were 
not so, then all thy zeal for the commandment, for 
the sacred ordinances of the Fathers, had not brought 
thee into sin; sin, the flesh, is all-powerful in thee 
as in other men. Thou, too, as Adam’s son, art 
subject to the law of death. No man can ever escape 
this fate.” 

So he pronounced sentence of death upon himself 
as a loyal man. None of the paltry consolations that 
others cling to, could help him here. He was too 
strong, too proud, too loyal for such. He pleaded 
guilty. For him the holy law of the fathers had 
become a law of sin and death.? In such a dark 
hour he hated himself, his body, his flesh--hated 
them mortally in agonised fear of everlasting damna- 
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tion. But he sent up to heaven his ery for help. 
a clear call amidst the rush and noise of men, a cry 
of despair: “O wretched man that I am! who shall 
deliver me from this body of death ?”?* 

And this ery of despair was heard. 
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CHAPTER VII. 


Tur Day or Damascus. NIETZSCHE’S 
ACCUSATION. 


SAuL set out from Jerusalem for Damascus as a 
persecutor of Christians. When he got to Damascus 
the Pharisee had become a believing Christian, the 
persecutor an apostle of Jesus. What had happened ? 

From our youth we know the story in the Acts, 
where it appears not less than three times, each 
version containing slightly varying details. The sub- 
stantial difference between them is this: in chapter 
ix. there is no mention of a call to apostleship; in 
chapter xxii. 17, seg., the call comes with a second 
vision at Jerusalem; in chapter xxvi. 16 it comes 
immediately with the first. Further, there is no 
agreement in the three accounts of what was heard or 
seen by the apostle’s companions. Yet in the essential 
point there is the same impression throughout : Saul, 
bathed in supernatural light brighter than the sun, 
hears a voice which says: ‘“ Saul, Saul, why persecutest 
thou me?” 

What is implied by St Paul himself, when here 
and there in his epistles he refers to this capital hour 
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of the story in the Acts, yet if we took the apostle’s 
literal words in their simplest sense. we could and 
should constitute a different picture. 

Paul always very strongly emphasises two experi- 
ences, which, however, do not in every case stand out 
with equal clearness in the Acts: he has seen the 
Lord and has at the same time received his apostle’s 
calling: the new creation of his whole inner man 
has been sealed by his vocation. 

«Am I not free? Am I not an apostle? Have 
I not seen the Lord?”! ‘ He appeared to Cephas, 
then to the twelve . . . . then he appeared to James, 
then to all the apostles, and last of all, as unto one 
born out of due time, he appeared to me also.””’ “I 
make known to you, brethren, as touching the gospel 
which was preached by me, that it is not after man. 
For neither did I receive it from man, nor was I 
taught it, but it came to me through revelation of 
Jesus Christ. Ye have heard of my manner of life 
in time past in the Jews’ religion, how that beyond 
measure I persecuted the church of God and made 
havock of it; and I advanced in the Jews’ religion 
beyond many of mine own age among my country- 
men, being more exceedingly zealous for the traditions 
of my fathers. But when it was the good pleasure of 
God, who separated me even from my mother’s womb 
and called me through his grace, to reveal his Son 
in me, that I might preach him among the Gentiles, 
immediately I conferred not with flesh and blood, 
neither went I up to Jerusalem.” ° 

These are the chief passages in which Paul tells of 
his conversion, not for its own sake, but compelled to 
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bring it forward as a proof of other things. Else- 
where we only find allusions to it, generally when the 
apostle is referring to the momentous change in his 
life. Particularly fine is the great passage Phil. iii. 
4-12, where Paul describes the sudden break with 
Judaism and exalts the power of Christ’s resurrec- 
tion, which has “taken hold” of him. God leads him 
in triumph as His prisoner everywhere.’ Since that 
great day, necessity is laid upon him to preach the 
gospel.” God that said, “ Light shall shine out of 
darkness,” has shined in his heart to give the light of 
the knowledge of the glory of God in the face of 
Jesus Christ.* Perhaps Saul really only saw a radiant 
light, and concluded from the voice he heard that this 
was the radiance of the heavenly glory of the risen 
Christ. Thus the accounts in Acts might possibly 
be harmonised with Paul’s words. Yet according 
to these latter it is more natural to suppose that he 
saw, not a mere radiance, but the heavenly form and 
countenance of the risen Lord Himself. 

Paul saw: here is the crux for those who desire to 
substantiate the actual experience of which the apostle 
was conscious. Men see in two ways. Both these 
ways appear to the person who sees equally to be the 
transmission of realities which exist outside himself. 
The two are in fact exactly opposed to each other: 
our normal vision and visionary sight. The former 
rests on retina pictures transmitted physically from 
without, the latter on retina pictures communicated 
from within in states of extreme psychical emotion. 
The scientific standards by which the two are dis- 
tinguished are not quite simple, for there are col- 
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lective visions too, in which the appearance is shared 
by many at once; and besides, most people are open 
to the visionary spell, either through intentional or 
unintentional suggestive influence. Yet the two 
ways of seeing are distinct for outsiders, even if they 
are not so for those concerned. 

What sort of vision was it in which Paul beheld 
the Son of God in the light out of heaven on the way 
to Damascus? The answer to the question will vary 
according to a man’s conception of the universe; I 
say conception of the universe, meaning nothing 
about faith or religion. ‘The question has no exist- 
ence for faith. Faith knows that what happened, 
happened in any case because God chose to work it 
then—whether Paul really beheld Jesus in the light, 
or whether it was merely a visionary sight. It is a 
question of our conception of the universe, in so far 
as it brings us face to face with the problem: Do 
we admit the possibility of appearances of persons 
from another world to the sensual vision? or do we 
uphold the theory of a world in unbroken conformity 
to law? Do we refuse to the Maid of Orleans, 
who, in the same celestial radiance as Paul, beheld 
the saints of her native village, what we grant as 
a possibility in the apostle’s case? Do we regard 
only this particular radiance of Damascus as super- 
natural, or also the radiance of which the pious 
Greek hermit tells us wherein he saw and held con- 
verse with his Lord? May we in the one case call 
it a natural experience, in harmony with our general 
point of view, and yet in Paul’s case, and in opposi- 
tion to that point of view, consider it a supernatural 
event? All these three cases are reported verbally 
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by those who themselves saw the visions and believed 
them to be verily the impression of objective reality. 
With Paul, however, we can see a little further. 
We know, besides, that he “had visions” in decisive 
hours of his life, and that in supreme moments he 
acted in obedience to dreams. Thus in the Acts one 
of his companions tells of the vision at Troas, when 
Paul-saw the Macedonian who said, ‘“‘ Come over and 
help us!”’ Thus Paul himself tells us, he went the 
second time up to Jerusalem “ by revelation.”® And 
lastly,’ he uses the same expressions “revelations ” and 
‘visions ” for experiences which everyone nowadays 
would call “visions,” such as being “ caught up to the 
third heaven,” and “into Paradise,” where he “heard 
unspeakable words which it is not lawful for a man to 
utter.” But why does not the apostle go on to refer 
in this connection to the appearance before Damascus ? 
Some have answered: Because that belongs to quite 
a different category; the real reason is, however, 
because Paul had already told the Corinthians of his 
Damascus experience—it invariably formed a portion 
of his missionary addresses.*| We should, on-the con- 
trary, emphasise the fact that Paul reckoned that 
‘being caught up into heaven ” as one of his supreme 
experiences, that he uses the identical expressions 
about it, and treats it with the same entire faith in 
its objective reality as he uses with regard to the 
Damascus scene. If, therefore, in agreement with 
our conception of the universe which no longer admits 
of a material heaven, we consider those flights to 
heaven as purely visionary, we should have the bold- 
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ness to draw the same conclusion with regard to the 
occurrence on the road to Damascus. 

But how shall we account for the temporary 
blindness which befell the apostle? Surely that 
proves the reality of some outwardly visible, dazzling 
effect on his eyes? On the one hand, the story in 
the Acts of the healing and directing of Paul by 
Ananias is hardly tenable, considering the apostle’s 
own solemn assertion that he “conferred not with 
flesh and blood ”;1 on the other hand, it must not be 
forgotten that, Just as hair may whiten in a sudden 
fright, so the eye may be disorganised by a psychical 
commotion. And finally, if it is objected that the 
apostle’s statement about not “receiving his message 
from man,” and not being “taught it,” necessarily 
excludes all idea of a previous heart-searching, of an 
inward conflict—we must answer: This would be an 
unjustifiable application of words intended to refer 
solely to the subject of instruction in Christian 
doctrine. 

Accordingly, we must take the inward experience 
of the apostle, the vision, to be really that which 
effected the change in his life. Or rather it accom- 
panied, it did not effect, that change. Struggles which 
proceed in our own souls much less vehemently are 
condensed into visions in the souls of prophets. They 
shake body and soul, until in the end it is rather 
the issue that overtakes the man in a “mysterious” 
event, than it is the man who goes to meet the issue. 
Paul’s uneasy conscience cries: “Saul, Saul, why 
persecutest thou me?” He, half a renegade, a 
frequent backslider, to whom the law was sin, was 
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going to Damascus to slaughter more Christians. 
He was going to bind and slay in behalf of that same 
law that oppressed him, whose claim he doubted, the 
law that sentenced him to death! Deeper and deeper 
the iron goad entered into his soul: What if the 
law were not given as a savour of life unto life? 
What if after all they were right, in whose torture- 
twisted faces he had seen the great triumphant joy 
he himself lacked, and which was evidently the fruit 
of faith in the risen Lord? Yes—he had experienced 
the “power of His resurrection” more than once 
in the case of these people. If it were true? Had 
the great deliverance really happened? ‘Those martyrs 
had said they saw the crucified Son of man and the 
heavens opened! If only he could have positive 
proof of it—he with his bleeding heart sore! His 
soul cried aloud to God. 

According to the Acts it was mid-day when Saul 
approached Damascus. The land lay outstretched, 
dazzling in a scorching heat which hovered over 
the plain. At this mysterious hour of a southern 
day there lay over all Nature a soft stillness which 
appealed strongly to the soul. There, all at once, 
all this quivering, dazzling brilliance was outshone 
by a blinding light from heaven! A more than 
human countenance beams upon his entranced eye 
— everything around him is bathed in the super- 
natural radiance. Christ the Risen One is at his 
side! Terror, pain, and sorrow succeed one another 
in his soul, and a jubilant joy that such a vision is 
vouchsafed him. Suddenly he feels the great thing, 
the wonderful thing, coming to him: Christ has taken 
up His abode in his heart—a new and infinite sense 
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of strength floods all his being. The man who a 
moment ago was under sentence of death—he lives— 
he lives for ever! “I live, yet not I, but Christ 
lives in me.”! “If a man is in Christ, he is a 
new creature. Old things are passed away, all 
things are become new.”* The good in him had 
conquered. With a strong hand his God _ had 
snatched him from the way of persecution. His 
strong and truth-loving soul could not lose itself in 
lies and fanaticism. 

However we may imagine the details of the occur- 
rence to ourselves we shall always recognise in the 
struggle of Paul’s soul, in the mould of his character, 
his encounters with the Christians, and his personal 
fanaticism, the moving causes which ultimately 
transformed him in a sudden change. 

Miracle may disappear from religion—we need no 
sign for a pledge of our faith, like the Jews. For us 
the “sign of the prophet Jonas” suffices, the appeal 
to the heart. Those who are unable to see the hand 
of God in the gift He makes us of such strong and 
truth-loving souls as this Pharisee, and in His dealings 
with body and soul in a man, let not such minds 
imagine they will rather discover the Divine in the 
Damascus miracle! Yet the life and the conflicts of 
such souls are, it must be admitted, signs, signs of the 
victory in the great fight fought by all God-seekers 
upon earth—and signs of hope, that tell us not to 
weary in the strife for God, not to let ourselves be 
overcome by whatever in us and around us wars 
against Him, but, like Paul, to wrestle and ery for the 
living God. 

1 Gal. ii. 20. 212: Cor. voy, 
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NIETZscHE’s ACCUSATION AGAINST PAUL. 


It may confidently be asserted that, among all the 
opponents of Christianity, from Celsus down to our 
own contemporaries, few have been at once bolder 
and deeper than Nietzsche. What especially dis- 
tinguishes him from all the lesser minds who have 
directed their attacks against Christianity during the 
last generation is that he has not rung an unending 
series of variations on doubts as to the traditional 
dogmas of the Church, or on the criticism of the 
earliest form of Christianity in the light of the 
modern gospel of culture, or on the difficulty of 
belief in a personal God and in a world to come. It 
is, of course, true that all this is to be found in 
his writings. He would not be a child of his own 
time if it were otherwise. But he possessed some- 
thing which was lacking in many of his contem- 
poraries—a delicate psychological perception of the 
essence of religion and a knowledge of the believer’s 
heart. Only, in his hatred against the gods of his 
youth, Christianity, Schopenhauer, Wagner, whom 
he confounded together—everything was distorted 
and transformed into monstrosities. 

Nietzsche was well acquainted, too, with St Paul 
and his conversion. His criticism of the apostle is 
likewise free from all externality; it is a deep and 
penetrating moral and even religious criticism. If it 
were correct, we should needs have to acknowledge 
Christianity to be “ the foulest blot in the history of 
humanity.” 

A good deal can be learned from Nietzsche, for 
there is no weak spot in his enemy’s armour which 
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escapes his eagle eye. But his criticism is essentially 
dangerous and confusing. He delivers historical 
judgments which have no foundation in fact, with a 
positive certainty as though they had long been 
incontrovertibly established. It is especially four 
pages in the Morgenrote (pp. 64-68) which contain 
the most vehement accusations against Paul. 

After a somewhat lengthy introduction, Nietzsche 
portrays the Pharisee: ‘Paul had become the 
fanatical champion and defender of God and His law. 
He was ever on the watch, ever prepared to do battle 
against all who questioned the authority or trans- 
gressed the ordinances of the law: he would show 
them no mercy; no severity was too great for them. 
And now he made a discovery. He found that he 
himself, passionate, sensual, melancholy, and malicious 
as he was, could not fulfil the law ; nay, stranger still, 
that his domineering spirit was continually urging 
him to transgress it, and that it was useless to kick 
against this prick. ... He had a great deal on his 
conscience. He alludes to enmity, murder, sorcery, 
idolatry, impurity, drunkenness, and the love of 
carousing; and however much he tried to satisfy his 
conscience, and still more his lust for power, by the 
most fanatical veneration and defence of the law, 
there came moments when he said to himself: ‘ It is 
all in vain. ‘This torture of the law that is unful- 
filled cannot be escaped.’ The law was the cross to 
which. he felt himself crucified: how he hated it! 
what a grudge he bore against it! how eagerly he 
sought about for a means, no longer of himself 
fulfilling it, but of destroying it!” 

In this representation of the struggle in Saul’s 
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breast two complete misinterpretations of his words 
are used in order to make out his conversion to be 
an act of moral inferiority. Saul, too, according to 
Nietzsche, seeks refuge from the exacting claims of 
duty in a feeling of religious exaltation, a description 
which, it must be confessed, applies to many “ conver- 
sions.” With this end in view, Nietzsche describes 
Saul as a man full of the worst vices. Such a man 
he certainly never was, as little as was Luther, in 
spite of all his self-accusation. In St Paul’s letters 
we frequently come across enumerations of different 
sins, the so-called catalogues of vices. But it is 
surely a complete misunderstanding of his words to 
apply all these to himself. The contrary can be 
proved. Such catalogues of vices were a favourite 
form of ethical instruction at that time, both in the 
Gentile and in the Jewish world. We find them 
repeated, almost word for word, in various writings 
of the time. Moreover, St Paul has himself told us 
that he was a strict Pharisee. Is it likely, then, that 
he should ever have come to practise sorcery or 
idolatry ? Nor can we accuse him of sensual excesses 
without at the same time convicting him of untruth- 
fulness, for we have again his own statement to fall 
back upon: “God,” he says, “‘ gave him a special gift 
in this direction which enabled him to remain un- 
married while others were obliged to marry in order 
not to ‘burn’ and to give way to temptation.”* Saul 
hated and killed, it is true, but can these acts of the 
persecutor of the Christians be simply labelled as 
“murder,” by the side of sorcery and impurity? But 
above all, the state of feeling which gave birth to 
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Paul’s conversion is completely misrepresented. It 
was not hatred against the law that he felt, nor was 
it the attempt to evade the requirements of the law, 
but it was a reverence for the law and the honest 
confession that he was a sinful man and therefore 
lost. Such was the sentence of death which he pro- 
nounced upon himself. The law is holy, righteous, 
and good. Hence Nietzsche’s representation of the 
conversion is likewise altogether distorted: ‘“ At 
length he found salvation. A thought flashed 
through his mind, accompanied by a vision, as was 
inevitable in the case of an epileptic subject such as 
Paul. Ona solitary road there appeared to him, the 
fanatical champion of that law of which he was 
heartily weary, Christ, with the glory of God about 
His head, and he heard the words: ‘Why perse- 
cutest thou me?’ What really happened was this : 
The confusion in Paul’s thoughts was cleared up. 
‘It is irrational,’ he said to himself, ‘to persecute 
Christ, of all men. Why, here is the way of escape, 
here is the completest form of vengeance ; here and 
here alone I have Him who can make the law of 
none effect.’ Paul suffered keenly from tortured 
pride. All at once his sufferings vanished, his moral 
despair rolled away like the mist, for the moral law 
itself was destroyed, ze. fulfilled on yonder cross. 
Hitherto, that disgraceful death had seemed to him 
to be one of the chief arguments against the Messiah- 
ship of which the advocates of the new teaching 
made mention; but what if it were necessary in order 
to annul the law ?” 

So, then, it was tortured pride and a feeling of 
vengeance against this law, his torment, that turned 


NIETZSCHE’S ACCUSATION 89 


a Saul into a Paul. He accepts Christ in order with 
Him to kill the law. What Paul really felt was the 
exact contrary of this, and surely everything depends 
on what he felt. When the law condemned him, 
God did not put him to death, but, through His Son 
and His spirit of childlike faith, the heavenly Father 
took him up, guilt-laden child as he was, in His arms. 
Thereby he was, it is true, freed from the law and the 
power of the law; not, as Nietzsche would have it, 
that he was liberated from the claims of the moral law 
—that is a popular, mostly Roman Catholic misunder- 
standing of Rom. vi.—but in the sense that the claims 
of the moral law now presented themselves to him 
as the claims of his own inmost being and ruled his 
outward life as the natural “fruit” of that being, only 
in a much purer and mightier form. 

Morality and the striving after righteousness cannot 
be completely identified with the “law.” It is the 
outer form of the law which distresses the unconverted 
sinner, the external authority with its menace of the 
terrible punishment of God, and the incomprehensi- 
bility of the will of God with its thousand and one 
worthless, petty decrees. Now the wave of religious 
enthusiasm brings with it a new understanding of 
the will of God. What God wants is an undivided 
allegiance—the new inner man—and in the furnace 
of this enthusiasm there is tempered a new will 
with an indomitable power of working righteousness 
and accomplishing the “fruits of the Spirit.” The 
deliverance, then, which converted people experience 
is not that of manumitted slaves, but that of heroes 
who feel within themselves living sources of a new, an 
undreamt of, power. 
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Here, however, two ethical opinions part company 
and the chasm between them is hardly to be bridged 
over. For Nietzsche, every “conversion” was a 
monstrosity, an act of madness. In another place 
in the Morgenrote (p. 84) he says: “As to the 
physiological meaning of such a sudden, irrational, and 
irresistible transformation, such a change from the 
deepest misery to the deepest contentment, whether 
it be a veiled form of epilepsy or not, that specialists 
may decide, who have abundant opportunity for 
observing such ‘miracles’ (for instance, cases of 
homicidal or suicidal mania). The comparatively 
more agreeable effect in the case of the Christian 
makes no essential difference.” 

It is strange that a man who himself experienced 
two conversions—the first, a very sudden one to 
Schopenhauer’s views, and the second, in several 
stages, as he gradually abandoned them—seems to 
have had no understanding for the conversion of a 
human heart. Perhaps this ignorance is assumed. 
This wild attack on conversion as an act of madness 
is, as is so often the case in Nietzsche, nothing but 
the expression of the hatred which he feels for that 
pietistic form of Christianity in which he was brought 
up and with which he renewed acquaintance in Pascal, 
whom he always held to be the typical Christian. 
The monstrous assertion of revivalism that morality 
is confined to the “ converted,” that all the virtues of 
the heathen are but “ brilliant vices,” the arrogance 
with which this form of theology regards as indiffer- 
ent all that is otherwise counted as morality and is 
not related to this “ miracle,” making it, as Nietzsche 
rightly observes (p. 83), an object of fear by looking 
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upon it as “ self-pleasing and pride ”—this outrageous 
“Christian” one - sidedness Nietzsche outbids in his 
hatred, by his accusation of mania and epilepsy. 

Nietzsche, of course, knows that those attacks of 
‘an angel of the adversary ”* of which St Paul speaks, 
have been explained as epileptic fits—not without 
good reason, as we shall see later—and he turns this 
circumstance to account in forming his accusation. 
But, although the severe nervous affliction from which 
St Paul suffered—it was probably not epilepsy, but 
hysteria—may possibly have something to do with the 
form of his conversion, though it may have occasioned 
the vision in which it took place, yet the conversion 
itself was neither an epileptic nor a hysterical attack, 
but a long and serious struggle with his conscience 
and the hardly- gained conviction that every step 
further on the old path led still further away from 
God. 

And here, finally, we come to the greatest injustice 
which Nietzsche does to Paul; he dissects him in his 
psychological analysis without once mentioning his 
faith in God, as though he were some modern atheist 
struggling against ethical imperfection. But the 
adversary with whom Paul is wrestling is far more 
powerful: it is the sense of guilt towards God and 
the fear of destruction with which the law threatens 
him in passing its sentence of death. From this he is 
saved, not by his own works, but by the working of 
God in his conscience, which assures him of God’s 
forgiveness. He knows that it is true, because hence- 
forth his heart is filled to overflowing with joy and 
moral strength. 
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After all, early Christianity, and Paul with it, has 
been a profounder observer of the moral nature of 
man than Nietzsche, and on this observation all else 
depends. Simple men are often better exponents of 
that which lies in the human heart than the cleverest 
of philosophers. 

When Nietzsche says (p. 83) the New Testament 
sets up a canon of morality, but only of an impossible 
morality, “In presence of such a rule those who still 
strive after a moral life should come to feel themselves 
ever further and further distant from their goal, they 
should despair of virtue, and should finally throw 
themselves in the arms of the God of mercy,” he is 
quite right, with one exception—the word “ should.” 
The New Testament is not an address delivered at 
a revival meeting, but a series of testimonies to an 
inner life of righteousness. But if we take the 
sentence as the statement of a fact and not of an 
ideal duty, then we come to a deep truth which 
Nietzsche has overlooked and which Luther and the 
Pietists have emphasised one-sidedly, but which is 
none the less true. As a man increases in moral 
strength of character, so his conscience becomes more 
sensitive ; he realises more keenly the distance that 
separates him from the ideal, and hence the weight of 
the feeling of guiltiness oppresses him ever more 
heavily. Growth in goodness does not, therefore, 
necessarily imply increased happiness; on the contrary, 
it may mean greater unhappiness. And his unhappi- 
ness Increasing in proportion to the elevation of his 
ethical standard, a man’s end is either Buddha or 
suicide if he knows no God; while if he knows God, 
it is despair or that conversion which, having sobbed 
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away its tears on the Father’s breast, thence derives 
ever new strength to fight the battle of life, sure of 
the final victory. Nietzsche does not take this into 
account, and therefore he fails to show justice to the 
““twice-born” type of Christians who experience the 
joy of their lives in that moment when, in spite of 
all increase of unhappiness through the clearer voice 
of conscience, they can throw themselves in the ever- 
lasting arms and find comfort in a Father’s love. 

There is yet another, a more excellent way: it is 
to go forward with heart glad and thankful for pro- 
gress in all that is good, and to look upon increased 
conviction of sin as a part of such progress. This 
path true and humble men of heart can alone tread, 
and neither Philistine, self-satisfied respectability, nor 
Nietzsche’s “superman” can walk thereon, but only 
such as gratefully acknowledge that the wiser and 
the better they become, they receive all from their 
heavenly Father. 

There is a Christianity which lies beyond that of 
the revival meeting. 


THE PROPHET. 


CHAPTER VIII. 
THe New Man. THE NEw Gop. 


On that day, on the road to Damascus, Saul died, 
having passed sentence on himself. Henceforth, a 
dead man wanders over the surface of the earth, 
without rest, without thought of self. With the 
labour of his hands he earns just enough to satisfy 
the modest needs of his hard life, but he is proud of 
the fact that he is no longer indebted to anyone for 
anything. He knows no home; he is a stranger to 
the affection with which the dear ties of a family 
would have surrounded him. He is a dead man. 
He has left behind him all that binds other men to 
the charm of life. 

And yet he lives. For, if he lives no more, yet 
another lives in him, even the Christ of heaven, who 
made entry into his heart in that great hour, and 
now inhabits in his body as though it were His own. 
It is a marvel to him, and yet a fact. Since that 
day, a being from another world lives in his heart.' 
It is not enough for him to say he is living his present 
earthly life by faith in the Son of God, who loved 
him and gave Himself for him: no, it is Christ Him- 
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self that lives in him. A personal life from heaven, 
from that other world, has made a new creature of 
him, in which the old Saul cannot recognise himself. 
“Qld things have passed away; behold, they have 
become new.” Like the other apostles, he has not 
only been a witness of the resurrection, he has not 
only seen the Lord. No; he has experienced that 
which they had experienced—a strange, new, heavenly 
life has sunk into his heart. That which they call 
the Holy Ghost he has experienced with the heavenly 
Christ : therefore the outlines of these two heavenly 
' beings grow indistinct for him; now he calls his new 
inner life Christ, and now the Spirit; at one time 
the Spirit of Christ, and at another the Spirit of God. 

He has described to us what he and all Christians 
at that time experienced in the hour of their con- 
version as follows :— 

“ You are no longer in the flesh but in the sporvt, 
if the spirit of God lives within you. But unless 
a man has the spit of Christ he does not belong to 
Christ. If, however, Christ ts within you, then the 
body indeed is dead as a consequence of sin, but the 
spirit is full of life as a consequence of righteousness. 
And if the spirit of Him who raised Jesus from the 
dead lives within you, He who raised Christ Jesus 
from the dead will give life even to your mortal 
bodies for the sake of His spirit living within you.” ” 

‘This certainty that the good man’s reward, which 
is both great and wonderful, is no longer an uncertain 
hope for the future, but that it can already be found 
in human hearts, giving proofs of its living power in 
a courage that faces death without flinching, in a 
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‘love which overtlows all barriers, and in sighs that 
cannot be uttered, forms the great turning-point from 
Judaism to Christianity—Christianity in the specific 
sense of faith in the risen Christ, who lives in the 
believer in a supernatural manner. Christian mysticism 
has been born. The Jesus of history is lost in the 
heavenly Christ. The heavens are parted asunder 
and their costliest treasure has descended down to us, 
not merely once for all on the smiling shores of 
Galilee, but to-day and everywhere in each believer's 
heart. We are already in the heavenly place. The 
body needs but to fall from us like a loose veil, like 
the chrysalis from a butterfly, and lo! the new man 
of the heart stands there in bright glory, a picture 
of the risen Lord, into which we are changed from 
one splendour to another,’ since the glory of God 
has appeared to us in the face of Christ.” The devils 
may strive with God’s chosen saint, even the angel 
of Satan who buffets him may abide in his body: 
God’s strength reaches its perfection in sickness, it 
is mightier than all the assaults of the adversary.’ 
Placed as he is in the midst of this struggle with the 
demons whose worship he destroys, whose “ vessels ” 
he takes from them by his miracles, he fears them 
not—neither angels, principalities nor powers. He 
treads them under foot, for the Christ that lives in 
him is mighty to conquer them. Since the hour of 
his call he has been further vouchsafed the ** sions 
of an apostle,” the power to crush them. St Paul, 
too, has worked miracles: he has healed the sick,‘ 
though the demon whom he bore about with him 
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in his own body—that is, his sickness—would not 
leave him. 

Such is the new form which the religious life 
assumes in St Paul. ‘There is something bold, defiant, 
and jubilant in it. He has not spent his life in 
burying that dead man who died on the road to 
Damascus, or in celebrating his memory with copious 
floods of tears. He boldly turned his back upon 
him once for all in order that the new life that had 
come to dwell in him might have room for growth 
and ultimate victory. ‘There is nothing effeminate 
about St Paul, no morbid self-reproaches, no idle 
lamentation over the world, but a brave struggle 
with it, forgetting the things that are behind,’ an 
onset like Luther’s on death and the devil, with the 
certainty of victory. This is not the faith which 
wearily sings, 

“Take Thou my hand and guide me, 
I cannot walk alone.” 


It is the defiant challenge— 


« Yea, let the prince of ill 
Take whatsoe’er he will ; 
Yet is his profit small, 
He cannot take our all.” 


Not that St Paul is unacquainted with the softer 
strains in the religious life. He has taught us the 
beautiful petition for the peace of God which passeth 
all understanding ;* he knows the sighs that cannot 
be uttered® of the devout soul that comes into the 
presence of its God with a longing for its Master too 
great for words; but all this is but like the golden 
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gleams of sunshine which flit across a stern, majestic 
landscape. 

This new and heavenly life has kindled a boundless 
activity in the apostle’s breast: the energy of his life 
was increased beyond all calculation. A compulsion 
is upon him! to carry the good news from one country 
to another. His life has become that of the athlete 
in the stadium. It is his duty to make his body his 
slave, to render it capable of the severest exertions, 
to buffet it when it claims its rights, not to give way, 
not to look back.’ “Straining every nerve towards 
that which lies in front... 1 press on’ temthe 
winning post to gain the prize of that heavenward 
call which God gave me through Christ Jesus.”*® Chris- 
tian perfection consists in taking such a view of life.‘ 
Religion is a power, a strong, and therefore a glad life. 
“IT am not ashamed of the gospel, for it is the power 
by which God brings salvation to every one who 
believes in it.”° It is not correctness of doctrine or 
opinion, but a bold belief, a fearless will, and the 
jubilant certainty of victory :—that constitutes true 
religion. 

It would be a complete mistake, however, to suppose 
that St Paul’s religion was altogether confined to the 
sphere of feeling and volition. This rabbi, with his 
keen, well-trained intellect, whose previous religious 
life had consisted for the most part in the knowledge 
of the revealed will of God, was bound to develop no 
less decisively in the domain of thought after his 
great experience on the road to Damascus. Paul 
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built up a new knowledge both of God and the world, 
a new view of the history of humanity, a mighty 
structure of thought, not to say a system of theology. 
This he elaborated within the framework of that 
ancient conception of the world which he shared with 
all his contemporaries, and which we have already 
examined. his he defended with all the weapons of 
his rabbinical training, and maintained with might 
and main to be the true view of God, the world, and 
man. We shall have to examine this view of his 
more minutely later on. At present, it is sufficient 
for our purpose to point out that Paul, like every 
other fully developed man, placed the intellect in the 
service of his faith. He would never have endured 
that contradiction between head and heart which 
many, even of those who claim to be his followers, 
consider to be the normal condition of the Christian life. 
This faith was not only true, it was reasonable.' We 
may perhaps go so far as to say that, owing to his 
experience on the road to Damascus and the strong 
intellectual bias in his character, Paul was the first to 
intellectualise and thereby narrow the original gospel. 
Not that his faith is one in a supernaturally revealed 
dogma ; Paul knew as little of dogma as did Jesus or 
the early Christians as a whole. Nevertheless, 
“faith ” is no longer for him simply the heartfelt trust 
in God’s mercy, but something besides, the fervent 
acceptation of a fact—the Resurrection. It appears 
almost always as the object of the verb “to believe,” 
or else Paul speaks of faith in Him who raised Jesus 
from the dead.? Hereby some of that “ belief in facts ” 
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has crept into Christianity which so easily destroys the 
true, the inmost conception of faith. The outward 
occurrence and the inner psychological process were 
identical for St Paul. His failure to distinguish the 
two has for ever burdened Christianity with the 
danger of this twofold conception of faith. To this 
day we are suffering from this uncertainty. A 
further difficulty arose as follows: Conscious as he 
was of deriving every thought and feeling from the 
plenitude of the divine being that lived in him, he 
stamped every advance that he made in knowledge 
with the character of a divine revelation. ‘For the 
Spirit searcheth all things, even the profoundest secrets 
of God.”' The consequences on Christianity as a - 
whole were less important then when Crispus and 
Sosthenes and every simple Christian claimed the like 
character for his thoughts. 

In the course of the second century, however, 
the Church again became the religion of a sacred 
book, and denying the inspiration of all the faith- 
ful, attached the divine character to the thoughts 
of Paul and the other “apostles” exclusively, and 
was thus compelled once more to intellectualise and 
narrow the Pauline ideas, of which process only a 
very small beginning is, after all, to be found in St 
Paul’s own writings. 

But while taking into account a certain rigidity 
occasioned by his intellectualism, which has become 
a danger more through the natural course of develop- 
ment than through any fault of his, we must not 
forget the great debt of gratitude under which he 
has laid us by the decision with which he formulated 
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the new experience in a series of sharply-defined 
articles of the creed. By this decision, with which 
he conceived and expressed his thoughts in formulas, 
St Paul became the saviour of Christianity. Not only 
did he die to the law just as it was on the point of 
making its way into Christianity again amongst the 
disciples of Jesus, in order to live henceforth as a new 
man, but he killed the law by his hard sayings, and 
thrust it mercilessly out of religion. St Paul was the 
first to realise that the. law as such, in its formal 
character, was the cause of sin and misery in the end, 
in spite of all that it contained that was holy, 
righteous, and good, and that it must therefore be 
annulled. ‘That was his great discovery. He was 
the man of one idea, and to make it prevail he 
employed all the keenness of his intellect and all his 
rabbinical training. His theology is nothing but the 
proof of this one thesis, and for this very reason it 
is the defence of his holiest, his most cherished 
possession. 

When humanity has arrived at such a crisis in its 
history, when the forces of the new order of things are 
already massing themselves together, or when some- 
times, as in the present case, they stand clearly visible 
to all, if it were not that they are concealed from 
some by the old ruins that have tumbled down and 
covered them, then such iconoclasts, such devourers 
of formulas, as Carlyle says, must come and find the 
sharp, incisive word which will open men’s hearts and 
eyes, tearing down everything that is moribund, as a 
storm in spring sweeps away the dead branches in the 
forest. Mankind made a great discovery in that age. 
They realised the truth that the religion of Nature 
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and of the law was ended. Something new was to 
take its place: the religion of the good heart, the 
religion of the children of God, the religion of the 
might of the Spirit, in the old sense of the word Spirit 
—that is, the overflowing power of a soul that has 
found its God in spite of sins and of guilt, and which 
feels itself uplifted by Him out of and beyond itself 
into a sphere of purity and goodness, of peace and 
blessedness and ultimate victory, that rests on some- 
thing far greater than our own strength. 

Paul and Jesus are alike heralds of this truth with 
which mankind are to rise to another stage in their 
ascent. The difference between them is this: Paul 
formularised the idea, and confined it within the 
strict limits of a dogmatical and scriptural proof, 
equipped for this task with a keen intellect, and urged 
thereto by bitter vexation for a blinded life. Thus 
formularised, the idea was more immediately effective 
than in the pure beauty and inwardness in which 
Jesus rather lived than taught it. 


THE NEw Gop. 


The new man implied a new God. Saul’s experi- 
ence on the road to Damascus had revealed the God 
of his fathers in a new light. 

He had always known that Jehovah was a holy 
and a mighty God, who with a mighty arm and 
with an outstretched hand directs the fortunes of 
the nation before whose greatness the heathen are 
as drops in a bucket. He had also believed that 
this Almighty God guided the righteous, and had 
their good deeds ever before His eyes no less than 
their sins, even their secret faults. 
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But now, in the light of his conversion, all this 
_is exalted into a new and still more powerful picture 
of the God who, with a strong hand, guides the 
fate of man, who separates and calls a man from 
his mother’s womb,' who shows merey on whom 
He will and hardens whom He will.2 True, Paul 
was not the first to express thoughts such as these ; 
many pious Jews and devout heathen had already 
had similar experiences of God, and no doubt this 
experience had found expression in books which 
Paul had read—the wisdom of Solomon, e.g.—but 
such a faith in God is not to be learnt out of 
books but in the hard school of life. It is true, 
too, that there always have been individuals who 
have been carried away by stronger characters and 
just repeat their belief in the passive guidance of 
men by God. So Melanchthon was Luther’s echo, 
but Paul has himself experienced his God as the 
Power who has guided his life at every step; who 
led him down the road of error down to the deepest 
abyss, in order to uplift him all at once, and to set 
his feet on the bright high place of a new life full 
of energy and love. Nor did Paul gain this belief 
of his in predestination by abstruse philosophical 
reflection: it is neither determinism nor any system 
at all, but it is religion. It rests neither on the 
problem of the freedom of the will, nor on the 
recognition of the law of universal causation, but 
on the question, ‘“ How can I be saved?” and on 
the feeling of a wonderful, divine guidance, higher 
than all laws of cause and effect. And when he 
found himself no longer able to give the old answer 
1 Galiiy 15: 2 Rom: ix. 18. 
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to the question as to salvation, viz., “by works, by 
mine own righteousness,” then the other was revealed 
to him and brought him light and joy: through 
Him that “calleth me.”! God is all and man is 
nothing, and yet the object of God’s constant care. 

And how does one attain to the knowledge that 
one belongs to the number of those “of whom God 
| took note from the first, and also marked out from 
the first to be transformed into likeness to His 
Son, so that he might be the eldest among many 
brethren” ?” whom He then “called” in accordance 
with His purpose in a great hour of their lives and 
“justified,” 7.¢. accepted, as righteous, and “brought 
to glory”? How does one learn it? One learns 
it in that great hour of one’s life when faith comes 
through hearing the message;* one learns it daily 
by that love for God which ever since fills the 
heart with a warmth that never grows cold. “We 
know that God makes all things work in harmony 
for the good of those who love Him. I mean, of 
those who have received the call in accordance with 
His purpose.” ‘ 

But while this faith in God fills the single man 
or woman who possesses it with happiness—for by 
the love they bear to God and the delight they 
take in Him they feel that they are of the called 
—yet it is a gloomy and a hard creed when it has 
to be applied to the surging mass of humanity round 
about us. ‘Two objections have therefore been raised 
against it which no one—-not even Paul—has been 
able to refute to this day. The first objection met 


1 Rom. ix. 12, 2 Rom. viii. 28 seq. 
3 Rom. x, 17. 4 Rom. viii. 28. 
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the apostle when he thought of his own people, 
how they had thrust away the proffered salvation, and 
had even trodden it under foot (Rom. ix. 11). His 
heart, overflowing with love, is like to break when 
he thinks of it.1 But he accepts the fact. It is 
no one’s fault that it so came about; it is fate—z.e. 
it is God’s free choice, as in the case of Esau and 
Jacob. Rebecca was told, before they were born 
and before they had done anything either right or 
wrong, that the elder would be a servant to the 
younger, as it is written, “I loved Jacob but I 
hated Esau.” What is the inference then? Can 
God be guilty of injustice 2” 

That is the question. And though Paul at once 
answers, “ certainly not,” yet he can give no conclusive 
reasons for his answer.’ For the proof from Scripture 
which now follows, merely repeats Paul’s own asser- 
tion, and is no solution of the problem itself, though it 
establishes the apostle’s view in accordance with the 
conceptions of the time. And so, too, Paul merely 
concludes this scriptural proof with the words, 
“Therefore God either takes pity on people or 
hardens their hearts just as He chooses.”* He brings 
forward a second reason in the following words: 
“Who art thou, O man, that art arguing with 
God? Does a thing which a man has moulded 
say to him who moulded it, ‘Why didst thou 
make me like this?’ Has not a potter in dealing 
with clay a perfect right to make out of the 
same lump one vessel for show and another for the 
commonest use ?” ® 


1 Rom. ix.<1 seq. 2 Rom, ix, 11-13. 3 Rom. ix. 14 seq. 
4 Rom, ix. 18. 5 Rom. ix, 20 seq. 
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All this, however, is of no use. The problem 
continues to present itself bristling on all sides 
with difficulties. If God is at once almighty and 
capricious, if without rhyme or reason He shows 
compassion on one man and hardens another’s heart, 
is not injustice His chief characteristic ¢ 

St Paul puts the second question, which arises in 
the sphere of ethics, in the same manner without 
giving an answer: “ How, then, can God still blame 
any man! if He Himself shows mercy on him or 
hardens him? Where is man’s responsibility, where 
his free will?” To this question Paul has given no 
answer here. In Rom. vi. he puts the same 
question from another point of view, and emphasises 
in the strongest possible manner the necessity of 
responsibility and the moral life in bringing forward 
two objections to his doctrine of justification: 
(1) Shall we continue in sin that grace may abound ?’ 
and (2) Let us sin, we are no longer under the law 
but under grace.* Paul meets both these perversions 
of his predestinarian theory with an emphatic 
negative: “Sin must not reign in your mortal 
bodies.”* And yet, after all, he has recourse once 
more to the imperative, for he could do nothing 
else: “ Once for all give up yourselves to God as those 
who, though once dead, now have life, and give up 
to Him your members as instruments of righteous- 
ness.” ‘Give up your members as slaves,” no longer 
to impurity, but “to righteousness which leads to 
holiness.” ® 


Paul felt the contradiction involved between his 


1 Rom, ix. 19. 2 Rom. vi. 1 seq. 3 Rom. vi, 15. 
4 Rom, vi, 12. > Rom, vi. 13, 19. 
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faith and his moral sense, and though it vanished 
in the unity of his own life, from God for God, he 
was never able to discover a theoretical solution. 

Probably the real difficulty of the problem was 
concealed from him by the thought that all men 
being sinners they had all deserved death, and that 
it was God’s love alone which saved some, so that 
predestination to evil is not taken into account. 
For Paul continues after the last verse quoted from 
Rom. ix.: “ But what if God, although He intends 
to reveal His displeasure and make His power 
known, bore most patiently with the objects of His 
displeasure, fit only for destruction, so as to make 
known the wealth of His glory in dealing with 
the objects of His mercy, whom He prepared before- 
hand to share His glory?”* ‘The very delay in 
the execution of this sentence of death on the wicked 
is an act of God’s love. Even thus, however, the 
difficulty is but put away out of sight and not 
solved. For to be merciful without due reason 
towards some involves an equally groundless merci- 
lessness towards others. For one thing is certain—in 
this case we must go further; we cannot accept a 
position which is at once non-merciful and yet 
righteous. 

After all, it is not this philosophical conception 
which formed the final unity in Paul’s heart, but an 
altogether different feeling which might be described 
in connection with a third possible objection. If we 
conceive of God as showing mercy to some and 
hardening the hearts of others, what room is there 
for love to all men, for that love which, in St 


1 Rom, ix. 22 seq. 
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Paul’s own convincing words, “ believeth all things 
and hopeth all things”?! The predestinarian cannot 
love all men or he would just die of grief; and 
he would be better than his God who felt no such 
pain or love. 

The difficulty is not really felt as long as we 
merely think of extreme instances such as Esau and 
Pharaoh,? the deterrent examples of a sacred book ; 
but as soon as our thoughts turn to the men and 
women in whose eyes we look, whose hands we clasp, 
our fellow-workers and fellow-soldiers, then we realise 
the enormity of this doctrine of predestination. Nor 
could the apostle’s heart suffer him to go any further 
when he had got so far. Chapters x. and xi. of the 
Epistle to the Romans are sufficient evidence of this. 
Paul conceives of his people as lost, and yet: 
« Brothers, their salvation is my heart’s desire and 
my prayer to God.’ Nor are they altogether lost and 
accursed, for I can testify that they are eager for God’s 
honour, but ignorantly.” And so he cannot believe 
that God has rejected His people.* At present, it is 
true, it is but a remnant that has been converted, the 
remnant of which the prophets of. old already 
prophesied ; the rest are hardened.’ ‘This hardening, 
however, is but a means to a great end: it is to 
furnish space and time for the mission to the 
Gentiles.° The heathen are to be grafted on to the 
old stem in place of the branches that have been cut 
away because they had become useless.7 And at 
length the apostle’s heart wins a complete victory: 


1 1 Cor. xiii. -7. 2 Rom. ix. 13-17. > Romy xa le 
4 Rom, xi. 1. 5 Rom. xi. 4-10. ° Rom. xi. 11 seq. 
7 Rom, xi. 11-24. 


THE NEW GOD 109 


when the heathen have entered into the kingdom of 
God, then all the people of Israel will be converted 
and will enter in. “For God has included in the 
prison of disobedience all alike, that to all alike He 
may show mercy.” Paul wrote down these sentences 
as a “mystery”—he trembles with joy as he 
endeavours to find utterance in solemn words for this, 
the climax of his message ; he is conscious that it is 
a divine revelation, the light has burst upon him 
after many a hard time of trial which this problem 
has occasioned him. 

He came to conceive that his mission to the 
Gentiles was realised in the best and highest manner 
possible when he looked upon it in the light of this 
revelation as a means of rousing his fellow-country- 
men to jealousy,” and thus making them in their turn 
stretch out their hand for that which the heathen 
were so gladly accepting. 

The light of this “revealed mystery ” fills him with 
rapture. The stern experience of his life and the 
love of his heart united in this bold, but too bold, 
hope, and his song of praise ascended jubilant :— 

O the depth of the riches of the wisdom and knowledge 
of God ! 


How unsearchable are His judgments, 
And His ways past finding out! 


For who hath known the mind of the Lord ; 
Who hath been His counsellor ? 


Who hath first given to Him, 
So that He may claim some return ? 


For of Him and to Him and through Him are all things : 
To Him be glory for ever and ever. Amen.? 





1 Rom. xi. 32. 2 Rom. xi, 14. 3 Rom. xi. 33-36. 
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The philosopher for whom this world contains no 
riddles that he has not solved, may smile at such a 
hope and such helplessness in solving the great riddle 
presented by the juxtaposition of the human and 
divine wills and the coincidence of the feelings of 
freedom and dependence; does not a long history of 
eighteen centuries brilliantly refute the apostle’s hope, 
his expectation that all mankind would be saved in 
his generation? Are there many signs even to-day 
that the fulness of the heathen, and thereby the 
people of Israel, are about to enter into the kingdom 
of heaven? One thing, however, he too will learn. 
For whichever solution of the great riddle of human 
destiny he may decide— whether he be a predestinarian 
or not, a determinist or an advocate of the freedom 
of the will, he will be continually meeting with facts’ 
which can only be harmonised with a one-sided 
theory by doing violence to truth. 

It is certain beyond all manner of doubt that Paul 
conceived of his God as the irresistible power in 
whose hand his own life and that of all other men 
was as clay in the hands of the potter, and yet he 
ventured to appeal to all men to be converted, and 
he was instant in admonishing his converts to 
lead a righteous life. The whole of his life as 
missionary is one great contradiction, and the contra- 
diction was only solved in the certainty that the God 
whose strong arm he had experienced was a Father of 
compassion and a God of all consolation, that the 
God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ? is likewise 
our Father, ready to bestow upon all that ask, as the 
apostle does at the beginning of every one of his 


UOT Corina: 2 Rom. xv. 6; 2 Cor, xi. 31. 
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letters, both grace and peace ; a God to whom he can 
cry Abba, Father,’ who has shown His love in 
suffering His son to die for sinners ’—the God of love 
and of peace. But the message of God’s love never 
becomes weak or unreal in St Paul’s mouth. For 
behind his words there stands the experience of that 
all-powerful God who leads men with His mighty 
hand whichever way He will, and will summon them 
before His judgment seat, where all, even the inmost 
secrets of the heart, shall be revealed. And there is 
one thing needful for him that has heard the Father’s 
call: he must walk worthy of this God who has called 
him to His kingdom and to His glory.‘ 


1 Rom. viii. 15 ; Gal. iv. 6. 2 Rom, viii. 32; v. 8. 
3 2 Cor. xiii. 11. 4 1 Thess. ii. 12. 


THE PROPHET. 


CHAPTER IX. 
Man’s Communion. THE New FELLOWSHIP. 


THERE are two ways in which from the earliest time 
God has come down to man: revelation and sacra- 
ment; and there are two ways in which man has 


_ ascended to God: prayer and sacrifice. 


Whether revelation and prayer came first—God’s 
revelation in the heart and the word of the heart to 
God, or the mysterious union with the holiness of 
the Godhead and the offering of man to God, that is, 
sacrament and sacrifice, who shall decide? Only he 
perhaps could find an answer who could tell us 
whether mankind thought and spoke before they 
acted, or whether they represented by gesture and by 
action that which stirred mightily within them, before 
speech flowed from the abundance of their heart. 

One thing, however, is certain—the way from God 
to man, be it revelation or sacrament, is the earlier. 
It is not man who first sought God, but God who 
first sought man. God made known to man His 


— life of all power and might, and granted him to share 


in this life as his costliest possession, as the highest 
realisation of his life. Religion is primarily a receiv- 
ing, secondarily a giving. 
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Such were the feelings of primitive man when 
there was revealed to him in the ever-green tree, in 
the never-failing fountain, in the sheer ascent of the 
cliff, in the quivering lightning and the rolling 
thunder, in the rustling of the wood and in the soul 
of man himself, a power of life which went beyond 
his own power, that he might receive from it blessing 
and life, and render to it thanksgiving and the 
requests of his heart and the first-fruits of all that he 
possessed. Such were the feelings of the cultured 
believer of our own day when he defined religion in 
our colourless scientific language as a feeling of 
| absolute dependence upon God. This is the feeling 
_that makes the whole world kin from our remotest 
ancestors downwards. It is only the superficiality, 
the hurry and the bustle of our modern life, that have / 
dulled our hearing and rendered the ears of many 
insensible to those tones in which it echoes in us all. 

For Paul, too, the fact that not he had come to 
God, but God had come to him, and spoken to him 
in his heart without ceasing, took precedence over 
everything else. Since Christ, the Spirit of God, has 
taken up His abode in him, he has ears for this inner 
voice ; he listens to all that is declared to him, reve- 
lation of the future, interpretation of the past, direc- 
tion for the needs of the day. On the road to 
Damascus Paul became not only an apostle, but, 
above all, a prophet—a prophet in the right meaning 
of the word current in his time, not an oracle-monger. 

No more grievous mistake has been committed by 
our religious instruction, which continues in the old 
ruts, than that of changing the prophets into these 


oracle-mongers, and that to such an extent that one 
: 8 
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can scarcely understand how there can have been any 
prophets at all after Jesus. For the prophets, we 
were taught, had to prophesy the coming of Christ, 
and the last of these men whose work it was to 
deliver oracles was John the Baptist. This, however, 
was not the essence of the prophetic office to those 
who themselves knew prophets, still less to the 
prophets themselves. To the early Christians, the 
prophet was a man of inspired speech which flowed 
from the fulness of the Spirit and the great new 
experiences, he was one who built up the faith of 
his hearers and furthered their moral growth, giving 
them comfort and encouragement of every kind,’ 
because his words came from a heart filled with God, 
and therefore found their way straight to the heart. 
This does not, of course, hinder the prophet from 
foretelling the great events which the faith of that 
day pictured to itself as about to take place, those 
mighty catastrophes of the last days to which Paul 
refers when he says to the Thessalonians, “We are 
certain to encounter trouble,”* and amongst which 
-Agabus described more especially a famine, which 
prediction was fulfilled, it was generally believed, in 
a time of dearth that followed not long after.2 But 
he, too, is a prophet who reads history in the light 
of his new life as Paul does (Rom. 1x. 11), or who 
finds his way to the heart of the heathen weighed 
down by the sense of guilt and filled with longing 
when they come to the Christian assembly—he can 
do it, for he has suffered as they are now suffering, 
and the key of sympathy is in his hands. “If all use 
the prophetic gift, and an unbeliever or one without 


1 Cor, xiv. 3. 2 Thess. iii. 4. 3 Acts xi. 27 seq. 
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the gift enters, he is convinced by all, he is judged by 
all, the secrets of his heart are revealed. ‘Then, 
throwing himself on his face, he will worship God 
and confess, God is indeed in you.”' So powerfully 
do the words of the prophet affect the heart, so in- 
explicable is the way in which he reads the most 
secret thoughts and feelings, that even the heathen 
must needs ascribe to the God that abides in the 
Christian his superhuman knowledge and the mighty 
form of his speech. ‘Thus the fire smouldered which 
the prophet Paul had kindled in the hearts of his 
converts, and thus it burnt in his own, an inextin- 
guishable flame, ever since that day on the way to 
Damascus. In visions and in revelations, in words 
which the “Spirit of God” whispered to him, in 
pictures which He showed to him, in new phases of 
knowledge which appeared suddenly, as though from 
unfathomable mysterious depths, so God revealed 
Himself to him. 

The deepest longings of this heart athirst for God 
were satisfied. Paul’s religion was no longer based — 
upon a sacred book. His God no longer spoke to 
him from the faded leaves of old riddling writings, or 
from the explanations of subtilising pedants. St 
Paul only looked for Him there when he wished to 
prove a point to others. But it was from the flame 
of fire that burnt within his own heart that his God 
spoke to him. He spoke to him in the silent 
watches of the night, and in the work of the day, 
and Paul heard His voice. 

Such is religion: these are the marks of a living 
religion. And in spite of all that official Lutheranism 


1 Cor. xiv. 24 seq. 
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and Anglicanism have said and done during the last 
_three hundred years to “ quench the Spirit ” amongst 
Quakers, Methodists, Pietists, and the like, in spite of 
all their efforts to kill the prophets of to-day and to 
garnish the tombs of the prophets of old, religion still 
lives in our midst. Happily, religion is mightier than 
old creeds, and the life with God has never quite 
been killed by the dogma of inspiration. We have 
here something essentially human at war against the 
aberrations of our national churches, and it will 
conquer. Even supposing scientific criticism should 
effect no change, we must remember that it was in 
Pietism in Germany, and in similar tendencies in 
England, that the religious life first broke through the 
old hide-bound narrowness, and if the Pietism and 
Evangelicalism of to-day have suffered themselves to 
be led away captive, in the person of most of their 
representatives, by their old enemy orthodoxy, then a 
more living and a more liberal piety must take up 
their work and continue it. For a man’s religious life 
dates from the day when he realises that God speaks 
to him as well as to others—speaks to him individu- 
ally, and he hears the voice distinctly, and it is 
irresistible. 

So God spoke in times of old to the fathers, and 
so too He spake again to Paul. This _ personal 
element in the apostle’s religion is something at once 
everlasting and yet quite new. But Paul is a child 
of his own time too, he belongs to antiquity. And 
so he knows yet another way in which God comes 
down to man: viz., in sacraments. There is but one 
true explanation of sacraments, the Catholic and the 
Lutheran; all others, especially all modern theo- 
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logical explanations, are but compromises and modi- 
fications of this pre-Christian idea, the contradiction 
of which with our religion we have felt since the 
Reformation in an ever-increasing degree. Sacra- 
ments are the external means by which, according to 
the faith of primitive man, God imparts Himself, and 
that so that He suffers man to share in His Almighty 
superhuman life and in His holiness. In the sacra- 
ment man eats and drinks God Himself; or he makes 
a covenant of blood with Him, when he smears His 
altar or stone or stake and then himself with the 
blood of the sacrificed beast, or eats the flesh with the 
blood. In thus accomplishing the sacramental rites 
he becomes a “ participator,” he is initiated into the 
mysterious life of the Godhead.* 

Out of the dim dawn of prehistoric times remnants 
of this ancient belief, long abandoned by philosophers, 
and survivals of the old ritual, had lasted till the 
age of the empire. They had even started into new 
life during the centuries immediately preceding the 
Christian era. They had been amalgamated with 
the hope of immortality and united with the worship 
of the gods of light, of the sun, and of spring. 
By initiation into these mysteries through going to 
witness the dramatic performances at Eleusis and 
drinking the magic draught, in other places perhaps 
by submitting to the baptism of blood of the “ great 
mother,” or of Mithras, through the cup and the 
bread, which he gave to those that believed in 
him, the converts participated in the divine life— 
“died” with the deity in winter and during the 
night, and rose with the deity to a new life in the 
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blessed springtide and in the new day of eternity. 
Such were the feelings of the worshippers in the 
mysteries, such their experiences, such the benefits 
which they derived from participation in the sacra- 
ments. Just about the time of Jesus’ life on earth, 
this form of religion had begun to conquer the 
world, unsatisfied as it was with a merely material 
life, and filled with longing for immortality and for 
some tangible proof of an everlasting life of future 
blessedness. Jesus Himself did not baptize, even 
if He suffered Himself to be baptized—the meaning 
of the baptism of John we are no longer able to 
understand — He instituted no sacrament, even if 
on that last night He did compare the broken bread 
and the red outpoured wine with His tortured body 
and His shed blood. It was a picture, a parable— 
no sacrament. But in that age the Last Supper 
was bound almost at once to become a sacrament, 
and the baptism of Jesus to furnish a warrant for 
a sacramental consecration of all the disciples. It 
was an inevitable tendency, common to mankind. 
But He who knew that nothing that entereth into 
a man’s mouth from without could defile a man!— 
neither flesh of swine nor strong drink—He could not 
believe either that any holy food could make a 
man pure or give him the gift of everlasting life. 
We do not know who first transformed the Gospel 
by incorporating the two sacraments. But no more 
pregnant decision was ever taken by Christianity. 
When we come to Paul’s life we already find the 
accomplished fact. ‘The words of administration have 
already been changed so as to harmonise with the 
1 Mark vii, 15. 
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change of view. The bread is no longer the picture 
of the broken body, nor is the wine the blood shed 
for many,’ but the bread is “my body which is for 
you,’ and the cup is “the new covenant, in my 
blood.”* The emphasis is laid on the food, and on 
participating in the food. Baptism and the Lord’s 
Supper are already mentioned side by side as two 
similar ceremonies,’ and the only reason for doing 
this was the analogy presented by the mysteries. 
Bread and wine are already conceived of as sub- 
stances in which, and with which and in the shape 
of which one partakes of the body and blood of 
Christ in a sensual and at the same time super- 
sensual manner, through which we therefore enter 
into a real connection with the heavenly Being. 

The fundamental idea of the sacrament has perhaps 
nowhere been expressed more clearly than by St 
Paul in 1 Cor. x. 15-21. Those who eat the 
sacrifices from the altar at Jerusalem are “sharers” 
with the altar, have communion, enter into fellowship 
with it, 2.e. with the life and holiness of Jehovah. 
Those who eat the sacrifices offered to idols enter 
in like manner into fellowship with demons. And 
then Paul turns in the third place to the Lord’s 
Supper: there in the same material manner one 
partakes of the body of Christ, has a share in 
Christ, enters into fellowship with Him. Even at 
this early date Paul speaks of baptism just as the 
worshippers of the mysteries who die and live with 
their God. “Know ye not that all we who were 
baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into his death? 
So then we have been buried with him by baptism 

1 Mark xiv. 22. 2 1 Cor. xi. 23 seq. 3 1 Cor. x, 1-6. 
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into death, that like as Christ was raised up from 
the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we 
also should walk in newness of life.”* When Paul 
here says “should walk” he is giving an ethical turn 
to a point of view which occurs very frequently 
in his writings. The effect of the sacrament itself 
is such that by fellowship in the death of Christ we 
attain to fellowship in the life. Hence that vicarious 
baptism for the dead, z.e. for those who died before 
conversion, which we know to have been practised 
at Corinth in the apostle’s time. Even thus early, 
therefore, a magical efficacy for the next world was 
ascribed to the sacrament. The fact that Paul 
argues from this custom as from something perfectly 
justifiable and efficacious,’ shows us how profoundly 
the sacramental idea had penetrated into Christianity. 

In St Paul’s writings we have the two forms of 
religion—the subjective and the objective, the sacra- 
mental and the purely spiritual—standing side by 
side without any attempt at co-ordination. At one 
time it is faith that produces the Spirit, at another 
baptism, now union with Christ is through faith, and 
now again it is through the Lord’s Supper. These 
two series of conceptions have not as yet been united 
under any one system. They cannot be harmonised. 
For two entirely different religions have here met 
together. The pre-Christian religion has made its 
way again to the very heart of godliness. Here 
the first breach was made in the walls of the new 
faith. Instincts which had been handed down through 
thousands of generations united with the new longing 
and wove the fantastical veil of the symbolical 

1 Rom. vi. 3 seq. 2 E.g. Rom, vi. 8. 81 Cor. xv.29. 
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about the young religion of inward and spiritual 
grace; and the only shape in which it was as yet 
possible for mankind to conceive of symbols was the 
magical, in sacraments. 

Paul himself did not feel the problem at all which 
arose through the collision of the natural religion of 
redemption contained in the mysteries with an ethical 
faith like the Christian. It is true that when his con- 
verts threatened to lapse into immorality through a too 
unquestioning faith in the natural form of religion, he 
warned them very earnestly and blamed them very 
severely : sacraments do not save a man from the 
judgment of wrath which God has appointed to the 
sinner. The Israelites in the wilderness had baptism, 
says Paul, for they were covered by the wonderful 
heavenly cloud, and they had Holy Communion, for 
they had the wonderful food from heaven, the manna, 
and they drank the heavenly water from the rock that 
was Christ; so they had the same sacraments as the 
Christians. And yet they were destroyed by the 
Angel of Death, because they became _ idolaters 
and committed acts of immorality and other sins. 
‘© Wherefore he that thinketh he standeth,” 2.e. who- 
ever thinks that through the sacrament he, zpso facto, 
possesses eternal life with God, “let him take heed 
lest he fall.”* Now it is not the ethical religion of 
redemption that St Paul opposes to the sacramental 
form of religion in this argument, which we may take 
as a crucial instance, but it is the religion of ethical 
retribution. He did not say: “As God’s children 
ye cannot sin: if you sin you do but show that you 
are not yet God’s children; you must grow ;”* but he 

1 1 Cor. x. 1-11. 2 1 Cor. iii, 1-5. 
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thought that he could only attain his object by using 
these old ideas of retribution. And thereby he took 
the first decisive step towards Catholicism. For 
Catholicism may be defined as the co-ordination of 
the ethical religion of the law with the sacraments. 
The grace of God, supernatural in its origin but 
mediated naturally, connected with definite external 
objects ; and then a legal form of ethics—the amalga- 
mation of these two forms the faith of the Catholic 
Church. 

While the primitive conception of the sacrament 
survived from the earliest dawn of man’s religious 
history down to St Paul’s own day, with scarcely any 
change—one may even say with a renewed vitality 
and an increased extension—sacrifices, in the original 
sense of food offered for the needs of the deity, had died 
out long ago. The continued efforts of the prophets 
had borne fruit at last. The people had abandoned 
their naive confidence in their offerings to God. They 
had learnt the lesson which the Greeks as well as 
their philosophers had likewise learnt: that God was 
too great that He should delight in the sweet odour 
of burning pieces of fat, or that they should be neces- 
sary to support His life. Again and again the 
prophets had preached that merey was better than 
sacrifice, that God loved not a brilliant ritual, but 
righteous thoughts and righteous deeds; and so by 
degrees sacrifices came to be conceived of less and 
less as a real gift to God: they had come to be part 
of the law, they were propitiatory, 7.e. they had 
become sacraments. God had commanded the 
sacrifices to be offered, the sacrifices at Jerusalem, 
the priests, and all the pomp of the temple: and 
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they were offered as a part of His will and His com- 
mandments. But there was besides a belief in the 
propitiatory and consecrating effect of the blood and 
of the covenant by blood, of the rites of sprinkling. 
Hence it is that “blood” stands so frequently in the 
New Testament for “ sacrifice.” 

For St Paul sacrifices had been abrogated, as a 
matter of principle, together with the law as a whole. 
They are just as little necessary to man’s salvation as 
any other part of the law. The only sacrifice which 
Christians are bound to offer is that of their bodies, 
which they are to present as a living, holy sacrifice, 
acceptable to God ; that is the only reasonable worship 
which exists... Never did St Paul criticise sacritices 
more severely than in these words: It is not reason- 
able to offer up animals, “a male without blemish.” 
God’s greatest pleasure is the body of a man unspotted 
by sin. 

But we have already seen that St Paul was not 
able to maintain his footing on these spiritual heights : 
the partaking of sacrifices as a sacrament was a reality 
for him. Nay, more. In the stress of argument, 
when compelled to defend the death of Jesus as an 
atonement against his Jewish adversaries, he too, like 
the first disciples, had recourse to the idea of a sacrifice. 
Christ is for him the great sacrifice of all Christians, 
His blood has brought reconciliation,? He has been 
offered up as our Paschal lamb.’ 

Here polytheism, for a second time, made a breach 
in the walls of the religion of spirituality, of the inner 
spiritual motive. Sacrifices were at first only external 
symbols, but gradually they came to be realities. And 
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as the idea of the sacrifice of the mass came to be 
developed, with the ever-repeated offering —a bloodless 
offering, it is true—polytheism celebrated its decisive 
victory. Men wanted to have their sacrifices again 
as their fathers had had theirs. They wished to un- 
burden their souls; they were not willing to offer up 
the only reasonable sacrifice, that of their own bodies, 
and so they looked about for some compensation. 

It is very remarkable that we cannot as yet affirm 
with certainty whether Paul himself sacrificed in the 
temple at Jerusalem after he became a Christian. 
There can scarcely be any doubt in the case of the 
disciples of Jesus. According to the Acts’ Paul 
did too, and there is no particular reason for refusing 
to accept this statement. We cannot, however, be 
absolutely certain, as sacrifices already played too 
small a part in Judaism. ‘They are never mentioned 
in the course of St Paul’s arguments with the 
Judaisers as one of the points on which they insist. 
Nor indeed were they of any great importance for 
the Jews outside of Jerusalem. It was only a little 
later in the history of Christianity that the sacrificial 
system was seriously attacked. The Epistle to the 
Hebrews, and that of Barnabas, are the earliest writings 
which formally declare sacrifices to be abrogated and 
engage in a regular polemic against them. 

Whatever St Paul’s practice may have been as 
regards sacrifices, the way in which he sought for 
communion with God and for His gifts was not 
sacrifice but prayer. A Christian’s life consists for 
him in joy and prayer. 

‘Rejoice always, pray without ceasing, give thanks 

1 Acts xxi, 21-27. 
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for everything: this is God’s will for you as made 
known in Christ Jesus.”1 “Rejoice in the Lord 
always ; I will say it again, rejoice. Let your gentle- 
ness be known to all men. The Lord is at hand: do 
not be anxious for anything, but make what you 
want known to God with prayers, supplication, and 
thanksgiving. So will the peace of God, which 
surpasses every human conception, stand guard over 
your hearts and thoughts in Christ Jesus.” ” 

Here we have the keynote of the Christian life as 
Paul conceived it. Jesus Himself could not have 
described the life of the children of God more 
beautifully. Like rays of bright sunshine, such words 
break forth from the dark, heavy masses of Pauline 
polemics. 

And as he described the Christian life to others, 
so he gave an example of it in his own life. He 
begins no letter without turning the customary saluta- 
tion into a request for grace and peace from God and 
our Lord Christ; he concludes no letter without 
praying in some form or other: “The grace of our 
Lord be with you. Amen.” And this first request 
is followed everywhere by a longer introductory 
prayer—save in the Epistle to the Galatians, where 
it would have been impossible for the apostle to 
pray or to give thanks sincerely, so greatly disturbed 
was he at the fickleness of his converts. But to 
make up for this harsh beginning he added a hearty 
“My brothers” to the concluding petition in this 
letter and in this alone. 

St Paul’s peculiar phraseology is imitated by so 
many, that it is very difficult for us to realise at the 

1 1 Thess. v. 16 seg.; Phil. i. 3. 2 Phil. iv. 4-7. 
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present day that we have something here that was 
once entirely fresh and new. His language has been 
fossilised in liturgies, or worn away by such frequent 
use, that we no longer feel the force and the originality 
with which these words once came pouring forth from 
the lips of one whose heart was filled with the living 
God. For though you can tell that St Paul was born 
and bred among a people that had been in the habit of 
using psalms and liturgies for many hundred years, 
yet there is something quite his own in these prayers 
of his. So characteristic were they supposed to be, 
even in the early days of Christianity, of Paul and 
no one else, that almost all who afterwards wrote 
letters in his name imitated this peculiarity. Of 
course even the longer thanksgivings at the begin- 
nings of the letters do not give a full and perfect 
picture of the way in which Paul prayed; too much 
attention is paid to the style for that, and then 
after the first few words addressed to God they pass 
very quietly into an exhortation to the congregations. 
Paul, in fact, is not the man to wear his heart upon 
his sleeve; he shrinks, even in the most confidential 
letters, from appearing to pray a written prayer before 
his congregations in the real sense of the word. 

Few more striking instances can be found of the 
way in which he managed to rejoice always, and to 
foster this happy disposition by thanksgiving for all 
things, even misfortune, than his prayer at the begin- 
ning of the second Epistle to the Corinthians. 

“ Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, the Father of mercies and God of all comfort ; 
who comforteth us in all our trouble, that we may be 
able to comfort those who are in any trouble, by the 
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comfort wherewith we ourselves are comforted by 
God. For as we have our full share of the sufferings 
of Christ, so through Christ we have also our full 
share of comfort. Whether we suffer, it is for your 
comfort and salvation ; whether we be comforted, it is 
for your comfort ; which will make itself felt in you 
when you endure the same sufferings that we our- 
selves are enduring. And we have good hopes for 
you, for we know that as you are sharing our suffer- 
ings, so you will share our comfort.” 

Prayer is for the apostle the most beautiful feature 
in the Christian life. The best, the most real result 
of the Palestine famine fund, are the words of heart- 
felt gratitude that the recipients will offer up to God.' 
The apostle is absolutely certain that his intercessory 
prayer will be granted. Often he expresses his con- 
viction in the shape of a statement that something 
will assuredly take place: “ And God himself will 
strengthen you to the end, so that no one will be able 
to accuse you in the day of our Lord Jesus Christ.” * 
So in the introductory prayer, in the letter to the 
Philippians, we have not a petition but a positive 
statement, following immediately upon the thanks- 
giving: “I thank my God whenever I think of you ; 
for whenever I pray, I pray for you, and my prayers 
are full of joy ; for you have co-operated with me to 
the furtherance of the Gospel from the first day until 
now. For of this I am quite sure, that he who has 
begun the good work in you will complete it in 
readiness for the day of Jesus Christ.” 

As he always prays for his congregations, so in turn 
he requests them to pray for him: the Romans are 

1 2uGorrixt 11. 2) 1 Cornans: 


128 THE PROPHET 


to wrestle with him in prayer, that he may be delivered 
out of the hands of the Jews, and may come to them 
in answer to their prayers.' And in joyful confidence 
he told the Philippians who had supported him—they 
were the only congregation of whom he accepted such 
support—that the only way he could requite them 
_ was through prayer. But then Paul trusted his God 
as implicitly as the child trusts his father. “ My God, 
so great is his wealth, will give you richly all that 
| you need.” * 

' Even Paul’s prayers were not always granted, but 
they were always heard by his God. ‘Thrice he 
prayed to God to take away the severe affliction, 
the trial of his life, but neither health nor alleviation 
of his suffering was granted him, only the answer: 
“Strength is made perfect in weakness. My grace 
must be enough for you.”* As the apostle thus 
prays, the same voice “answers” him as that which 
spoke in Jesus: ‘“ Not my will, but thine, be done ;” 
it is that most perfect form of faith which trusts in 
God and doubts not, even though sufferings and 
necessities abound. 

Once again Paul’s prayers are like the prayers of 
Jesus in that his petitions are first and foremost for 
the coming of the Kingdom of God, taking this 
kingdom in the apostle’s sense of peace and joy in 
the Holy Ghost.* The petition for daily bread occu- 
pies but a small space in the prayers of Paul. What 
a contrast between them and many of our liturgies, 
where this petition seems almost to have absorbed 
every other — for the Church and its servants, for 


' Rom. xv. 30 seq. 2*Phil ive LO: 
$42) Cor. xis. * Rometxive 17%, 


MAN’S COMMUNION 129 


whom so great a portion of these liturgies is reserved, 
and who occupy therein the most important place, 
belong likewise to this fourth petition and not to the 
second, are daily bread and not visible Kingdom of 
God. The only occasions on which Paul in his letters 
prays for the supply of bodily wants are when he 
wishes to help others. Thus he prays for a prosper- 
ous journey,’ he thanks God for deliverance from 
danger,” and for prevention of a step in his missionary 
procedure easily liable to misunderstanding.* His 
chiefest care—that which he has most at heart—is 
the growth and development of his congregations, and 
he has given expression to this anxiety of his in the 
most heartfelt and tenderest of prayers and blessings. 
“God will bear me witness that I yearn over you all 
with the tenderness of Christ Jesus, and what I pray 
for is this, that your love may grow yet stronger and 
stronger with increasing knowledge and with moral 
perception, so that you may learn to test what is good 
and bad, so that you may become pure and blameless 
-in readiness for the day of Christ, filled with the 
harvest of righteousness which comes through Jesus 
Christ, to the glory and praise of God.”* And his 
thanksgivings, too, strike the same key. ‘“‘ We thank 
God always for you all while we mention you in our 
prayers, for we never fail to remember your work of 
faith and labour, of love and patience, of hope in our 
Lord Jesus Christ in the sight of our God and Father.”° 

Many similar passages might be quoted. Let 
these few suffice. Thus Paul prayed. Nowhere 
does his brave, strenuous, kind and loving personality 
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stand forth revealed more clearly than in his prayers. 
Our prayers are our judges not less than our hopes ; 
for prayer is the will of hope. Unfortunately, the 
very fact which proves Paul’s prevailing power in 
prayer has come to be the reason that we so often 
fail to recognise it: viz., the fact that to this present 
day the Church lives on his prayers, and many to this 
day simply repeat them. That is why so many of his 
phrases no longer have the genuine ring for us that they 
once had. But he that can get rid of this impression 
will find rich stores of much that is pure, good, strong, 
and genuinely human in all the apostle’s prayers. 

Thus St Paul prayed “with the understanding.” 
He knew besides, however, those transcendent 
moments of prayers when the cry “Father” burst 
from his soul and escaped from his lips;* and again 
those quiet hours, the source of so much strength, 
in which the “spirit” prayed in his heart in his stead 
to God with sighs that could not be uttered.? For 
him, too, those were the supreme seasons in his life, 
when, filled with the certainty that he had found the 
Father, and carried away and uplifted by thoughts 
of God, his heart engaged in that speechless com- 
munion with God, and he experienced that great 
longing in which prayer itself is swallowed up in the 
one feeling— 

“ Nearer, my God, to Thee, 
Nearer to Thee.” 


THe New FELiowsure. 


Every religion strives to realise a fellowship. 
Whenever man has found “life and full content,” 
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the full heart overflows in speech. He preaches 
because he has believed, just as he believes because 
he has heard the preacher. 

Thus men are encircled by the chain of a common 
experience, a stronger tie than that of class or state, 
of race or nationality, even than that of the love of 
wife and children. More especially is this true of 
enthusiastic religions which produce ardent and 
zealous devotees. So, too, Paul’s faith seeks for 
fellowship and communion,—it impels him to go 
forth into the mission-field. 

Now there lies a great danger in this direction, and 
that for enthusiastic religions more than for others— 
the danger of mysticism, the danger of sinking into 
selfish enjoyment of the deity, of encasing oneself in 
cold reserve towards others, of looking down from a 
very lofty level upon the common herd, “the multitude 
that knoweth not the law.” Nor is this aristocratic 
exclusiveness of the religious coterie the mark of 
Pharisaistic and dogmatic forms of religion only, the 
result of theological corruption ; it is often to be met 
with in the more fervid creations of the revivalist 
and sectarian. 

But all such illiberality is entirely alien to St Paul. 
His inmost being is heartfelt love. Whatever great 
experiences God may have vouchsafed him, speakings 
with tongues and visions, revelations and ecstasies : 
«‘Were I to speak with the tongues of men and of 
angels, yet have not love, I am become sounding 
wbrass or a clanging cymbal; and though I have 
prophecy, and understand all-secrets and all know- 
ledge, and though I have all faith so that I could 
remove mountains, but have not love, I am nothing.” 
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His religious experience is not that of the mystic 
who is wrapt up in himself. Love, his heart’s irre- 
sistible impulse, bids him lay bare his inmost soul to 
others, in order to win them, and let them share in 
that which shall make their hearts just as glad and 
as strong, as happy and as blessed, as his own has 
become. 

Besides, Paul’s personal religion is of an essentially 
social type. Individual as was his original experience, 
he was incorporated in Christ, the Christ who dwells 
in the whole body of Christians; he was plunged 
into that great ocean of the Holy Ghost which 
surges and rages in all others just as it does in him. 
Thereby he has become part of a great organism, 
every member of which is of equal value and signi- 
ficance for the whole, which can only live if all 
bestir themselves in helpful activity: “For if one 
member suffers, all members suffer.”* That is what 
makes the apostle’s mysticism so pure. It is equally 
removed from pious egoism and from pious self- 
exaltation. His only way of experiencing religion is 
to enter into a great fellowship with others, and to 
recognise that in all of his fellows the same power is 
at work, and that everyone of them realises this 
power in that particular way which makes his life 
to be of especial value to the whole. It is no polite 
but insincere form of speech, it is the simple truth 
when he says to the Romans :* “TJ am longing to see 
you, I would gladly impart to you some spiritual 
gift, and give you fresh strength. In other words : 
I would live in your midst, and be comforted together 
with you by the faith which we share in common.” 


1 1 Cor. xii. 12; Rom. xii. 4, ete, 2 Romy i; Ve 
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That is Paul’s conception of the Church: an 
organism of people who have been brought together by 
the same experiences, and who are retained in this 
union by ministering love. Or rather, it is not his 
conception of the “Church,” but it is the fellowshap 
in which his new life has placed him, it is the “ con- 
gregation of God.” In later ages this simple form 
of fellowship was no longer supposed to be sufficient, 
it fared as the similar fellowship of the disciples of 
Jesus. As men’s living experience grew weaker, 
creeds and articles were devised ; when love no longer 
held them together, its place was taken by canon law. 
And whenever the attempt has been made, through- 
out the history of Christendom, to do without creeds 
and external regulations, the result has always been 
a reaction which one should have the courage to 
term a “fall,” even though a “fall” is no historical 
category, and however much one recognises the 
necessity of this fall. Will there never be a change? 
Will the law never suffer itself to be completely 
rooted out from the religion of the Divine Father- 
hood, and will those that bear rule amongst us ever 
seek to exercise authority and decline to serve ? 


THE PROPHET. 


CHAPTER X.. 


Tue New Moratity. ORIGIN OF CHRISTIANITY 
AND NIETZSCHE'S CRITICISMS. 


In describing the new fellowship, we have already 
passed from the domain of the religious life to 
that of morality. Here too Paul’s experience on the 
road to Damascus marks a new epoch, even though 
Paul did but rediscover what Jesus had already 
experienced before him and preached in another 
form. Through Paul the moral life of mankind has 
been enriched by the realisation of two great facts. 
First, there is the truth that morality, in the full 
sense of the word and in its highest development, 
can only blossom in the fiery heat of religious en- 
thusiasm. As a Pharisee Paul could not perform 
the works of the law, although all that it bade him 
do was righteous, holy, and good. He could not do 
the good that he would, he fell from one sin into 
another. Moral compulsion was not enough. But 
when he had passed sentence upon himself, when he 
had died, to begin the new life, a power had been 
developed in this mighty transformation of his life 
which destroyed all the roots of selfishness in him, 


which impelled him to live henceforth only for God 
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and others. Instead of the works which he had not 
been able to do, there grew up in his heart, a bless- 
ing to himself and others, the “fruits of the Holy 
Ghost,” love, joy, peace, long-suffering, gentleness, 
generosity, trustfulness, kindliness, and self-control.’ 
We have a completely new kind of morality which | 
harmonises with Christianity. Man is no longer 
governed by “thou shalt,” but by “I will”; like the 
flower from the bud, like the fruit from the blossom, | 
so morality grows gradually in the transformed man. 
An irresistible feeling of happiness issues forth from 
the new religious life, and, filling the heart to over- 
flowing, completely destroys that hankering for little 
pleasures which incite to sin. It is not two souls 
that live within the Christian’s breast, but a single 
new man. Duty and desire have been fused together 
in the heat of religious enthusiasm. This is what 
Jesus and Paul intended, this is what Luther re- 
discovered. Nor is a man like the Silesian hymn- 
writer, known as Angelus Silesius, far from the 
kingdom of heaven when he says, in the affected 
language of the seventeenth century : 


« Ask you why a Christian should righteous be and free ? 
Ask rather why no little lamb can e’er a tiger be.” 


Or when he gives this thought a somewhat different 
expression and manifests a really profound conception 
of that which constitutes genuine goodness in the 


words: 
“ The rose-tree blooms because it blooms, 
Nor knows the reason why.” 


It “blooms because it blooms”: that is Christian 
WGaly vane. 
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morality which has overcome all legality. Morality 
has become a second nature: that is the great secret 
which the master spirits have read. Not all the dross 
had yet been smelted out of Paul’s character, but 
his whole being was so permeated by the new 
elements in his life, that when he encountered a 
difficult problem he could rely on a revelation of his 
subconscious self; and that his conscious moral being 
expressed itself in such words as we find in 1 Cor. 
xiii. or Rom. xii., passages which would be the price- 
less possession of all mankind even if they were 
recorded in no sacred book. 

The apostle’s realisation of the second great truth 
destroys legal morality in its outer form. As morality 
develops in the course of history, it finds expression 
in single commandments. It was only by very slow 
degrees that these commandments came to be recog- 
nised as the single component parts which together 
formed one ideal. ‘Thus Jesus showed in His ex- 
planation of the “commandments,” “Thou shalt do 
no murder,” “Thou shalt not commit adultery,” ete. 
how, behind and above these commandments, there 
existed for Him an ideal, that of inward purity, in 
which all these commandments were deepened and 
unified." It was not to be a new law, but a collection 
of examples of a “higher righteousness ”* proceeding 
forth from this inward purity. Neither did Paul set 
up a new law of Christian ethics. What he wanted 
was that Christians should be free to consider each 
ethical question as it presented itself. He has, of 
course, left us a multitude of single moral precepts, 
but these are, so to speak, only headings to whole 

I Mactev. 2A Mattav.. 21: 
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_chapters of decisions which each man must take for 
himself. ? 

Thus, as we have seen above, he described the 
fruits of faith; thus again he analysed love,! passing 
it through his ripe Christian experience and breaking 
it up into its elements. 

Love suffereth long, and is kind, love envieth not, 

Love vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, 

Doth not behave itself unseemly, seeketh not her own, 

Is not easily provoked, nor does she reckon up her wrongs, 
Rejoiceth not in iniquity, nay, rather rejoiceth with the truth. 

She covereth all things, believeth all things, hopeth all things, 
suffereth all things. 

And in Rom. xi. we find a whole series of the 

noblest ethical precepts :— 

“Let love be without insincerity. Abhor that which 
is evil, cling to that which is good. Let your brotherly 
love be affectionate; where respect is to-be shown, 
put others before yourselves; be thorough in your 
diligence and fervent in spirit. Serve the Lord. 
Rejoice in hope, be patient in tribulation, persevere 
in prayer. Relieve the wants of your fellow Christians. 
Show hospitality gladly. Bless those who persecute 
you ; bless, and curse not. Rejoice with those who 
are rejoicing, and weep with those who weep. Let 
each look upon his neighbour as his equal, cherish 
no thoughts of social pride, but associate with the 
humble. Do not grow conceited. Never pay back 
injury with injury. Think always of that which is 
honourable in the sight of all men. If it be possible, 
at any rate as far as depends on yourselves, live at 
peace with all men. Beloved, avenge not yourselves ; 
but leave room for the judgment of wrath (of God). 


l Cor, xiii. 4 seq. 
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For it is written: Vengeance is mine, I will repay, 
saith the Lord. No, if thine enemy hunger, feed 
him; if he thirst, give him something to drink. If 
you do that you will heap coals of fire upon his head. 
Do not be overcome by evil, but overcome evil with 
goodness.” 

Here we certainly have a great number of single 
commandments, but they and many others are all 
grouped together under this appeal :— 

“JT beseech you then, brethren, by the mercy 
of God, to present your bodies as a living and 
holy sacrifice acceptable to God, which is your 
reasonable worship. And do not conform your 
life to the fashion of this world, but transform 
your lives by the renewing of your moral nature, 
so that you may learn to understand what the 
will of God is, all that is good and acceptable 
and perfect.” 

Paul’s aim, therefore, is not a new law, but a new 
moral sense, a new conscience, one harmonious whole. 
Commandments are only special instances. Hence 
too we must be allowed to judge the apostle himself 
by his own standard, by the new moral nature which 
he brought over to Europe, and to sift out the traces 
of Judaism which still cling to him, such as the 
ascribing of vengeance to God, and the “coals of 
fire,” taken from the proverbs of Solomon. For we 
too, children of a later day, must give heed to. his 
admonition: ‘Brethren, whatsoever things are 
true, whatsoever things are honourable, whatsoever 
things are righteous, whatsoever things are pure, 
whatsoever things are lovable, whatsoever things are 
attractive, if there is anything in virtue and praise, 


THE NEW MORALITY 139 


think of these things.”! And by this standard the 
next sentence must be judged: « All that you learnt 
and received from me, all that you heard and saw 
me do, do that.” 

One of the boldest hopes ever cherished by 
Christianity has been the possibility of raising 
mankind to such a height that each individual 
should be a moral law unto himself; hitherto no 
nobler Utopia ever took shape in the brain of man. 
The experience of fourteen centuries seemed to 
provide a brilliant demonstration of the futility 
of this ideal, but then came the Reformation. 
Protestantism set it up again, whilst Roman Cath- 
olicism finally abandoned it by adopting, especi- 
ally among the Jesuits, a casuistical system of 
ethics, and so it descended again to the old 
level of a legal religion. Im that church either 
the priest, or a manual, teaches you every single 
commandment. 

Will the reformed churches be strong enough to 
transform this great hope of Christianity into real 
life, will they ever really attain to this new stage 
in ethical development? Will they succeed in 
changing the masses into personalities, each man 
with a conscience of his own, an independent moral 
being? What endless work, how vast a system of 
national education, this one hope necessitates! What 
countless social institutions will have to second and 
continue the work of the school if this hope is ever 
to be realised ! 

Well, if our hope be but transformed into work, 
we need not despair. 

1) Phil, iv. 8: 
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Tue ORIGIN OF CHRISTIANITY AND NIETZSCHE'S 
Criticism oF Paut’s PERsoNAL RELIGION. 


Very soon after Jesus’ death the ethical religion of 
redemption, which came with Him into the world, 
experienced the most decisive formal transformation 
through which it ever passed. The religion of the 
Divine Fatherhood was changed into the faith in the 
divine nature of the man Jesus. The visions in which 
the disciples saw their living Master seemed to prove 
that He was a heavenly being and no mere man, or at 
least that He was now exalted into heaven. Hence 
the disciples made faith in Him, as the Messiah 
exalted to God’s right hand, and in the conception 
of His death as a divinely ordered propitiation for 
all sins, a necessary condition. The religion of 
Christ, Christianity in the narrower sense of the 
word, begins with this experience of the resurrection 
and with this dogma of the death of the Messiah. 

But Paul was the first to develop these ideas and 
to secure their ultimate victory by his system of 
Christian mysticism. Wherever at this present day 
the old forms of our faith are united with a living, 
personal religion—as is the case amongst many true 
and genuine Pietists and Methodists—there they draw 
their vitality from this mystical view of Christ. These 
men are “much cheered with thoughts of Christ, the 
living bread.” ‘There are, it is true, a good many 
other religious conservatives of a different stamp, 
who talk about the “living Christ,” but the words 
have no genuine ring, they only appear to be used 
as an ecclesiastical weapon with which to slay incon- 
venient opponents—but that does not alter the un- 
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doubted fact that Christian mysticism is to this day 
full of life and ardent enthusiasm. 

That is why Nietzsche’s attack upon Paul’s mysti- 
cal view of Christ is so peculiarly vehement. He 
rends him tooth and nail, as though he were dealing 
with a living adversary. 

“The endless consequences of this idea, of his 
solution of the mystery, quite dazzle him. All at once 
he becomes the happiest of men—the fate of the Jews, 
nay, of all mankind, seems to him to depend upon 
this idea, to be linked to the second when he was 
suddenly illuminated ; he has discovered the thought 
of all thoughts, the key of keys, the light of lights: 
henceforth he, Paul, is the centre of all history. For 
henceforth he proclaims the annulling of the Law! 
... He has become one with Christ, z.e. he has, 
like Him, become the destroyer of the Law ; he has 
died with Him, z.e. he too has died unto the Law! 
. . . Now the Law is dead, now the flesh, in which 
it lives, is dead—or at least continually dying, so to 
speak, decaying. Yet a little time in the midst of 
this decay! Such is the Christian’s lot before he rises 
with Christ, having become one with Him, and shares 
with Christ in the divine glory, becoming like Christ, 
‘Son of God.’” Here Paul’s intoxication reaches its 
climax, and he throws off all reserve. As he realises 
that he has become one with Christ, every sense of 
shame, every sense of subordination, vanishes, every 
barrier disappears ; the domineering spirit of one who 
brooked no control revealed itself in this anticipated 
revelling in divine glory. Such is the first Christian, 
the discoverer of Christianity! Hitherto there had 
only been a few Jewish sectaries. 
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In another place (p. 182), he compares him to 
Madame de Guyon, and in so doing repeats his 
charges against him: “There stands Madame de 
Guyon, one of the little group of French Quietists. 
All that the apostle Paul’s eloquence and enthusiasm 
had ever dreamt of the Christian’s all but divine 
nature, of that union of sweetest charm and most 
dread majesty, of completest repose and intensest 
rapture, are there realised,—while the Jewish forward- 
ness, so characteristic of Paul’s relations to his God, 
is eliminated, thanks to a genuine, womanly, refined 
old-French naiveness both in word and manner.” 

Here again one cannot reproach Nietzsche, as one 
can so many modern opponents of Christianity, with 
ignorance-of the object of his criticism. He is right, 
too, in noting that in her experience of God, Madame 
de Guyon strikes a tenderer, a more refined and 
womanly note than St Paul. But then, her experi- 
ence is so much less constant, so much more vari- 
able, exposed to all manner of catastrophes and 
attacks of frailty. St Paul’s religious life scarcely 
ever gives one the impression of anything that is 
morbid. Madame de Guyon lives almost entirely 
in an abnormal condition, at any rate it is the foun- 
dation of her ordinary life ; and Kerner’s remarks on 
the “ Visionary of Prevorst” apply to the whole period 
of Madame de Guyon’s religious life: “She makes 
the impression of one that is already dead, of a soul 
that hovers between this world and the next, so 
extreme is her nervous excitability.” In spite of the 
attacks of the “messenger of Satan,” and in spite of 
his visions, Paul’s life, on the other hand, distinctly 
makes the impression of a healthy man at the height 
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of his powers, who is not to be diverted from his 
course by dangers by land or by water, by hard- 
ship and privation, by scourging and cruel punish- 
ments. Nothing like Madame de Guyon’s long 
descriptions of her varying moods is to be found in 
Paul’s writings. There is something decisive, clear, 
and sharp, something firm and manly, perfectly sane 
and sober, serious and defiant in Paul’s character and 
in the character of his religion, in spite of all his’ 
raptures. Moreover, these abnormal states are by no 
means of frequent occurrence. They are not the 
source of his life, as is the case with the Quietists, 
nor does he conceive himself to be separated from 
God in the quiet hours of his existence; they are no 
regrettable interruption in a life devoted entirely to 
an ecstatic state of contemplation. It is true that he 
spoke much in the ecstatic state, “he spoke with 
tongues more than they all,” but he has to go back as 
far as fourteen years in order to find another instance 
when he was thus hurried into a higher sphere from 
his ordinary everyday life, when he was caught up 
into paradise and the third heaven.’ Paul’s piety is 
akin to that of Kerner’s ecstatic visionary ; but it is 
something more than ecstasy, it is a quiet, courageous, 
constant, and happy life in the Spirit or in Christ. 
But this is just what Nietzsche criticises as a 
shameless forwardness towards God—(see the latter 
of the two passages above quoted from his writings). 
The expression is peculiarly ill-chosen—Paul very 
rarely speaks of a life in God. What he exhibits is 
not a genuine Jewish forwardness, but a genuine 
Jewish reverence for God—a reverence which far 
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exceeds any feeling that other peoples conceived for 
their gods. In God the Jews worshipped a Will, 
highly exalted, far above anything human in might 
and in power, the will that could save and could 
damn to hell fire. Never could Seneca’s idea of 
seeing the gods “on a level with himself” have 
occurred to any Jew. Nothing is further from Paul’s 
thoughts. On the contrary, his God is exalted to so 
terrible a height that He rather inspires awe and 
terror, as we have already seen. 

But perhaps we are too literal. It might be urged 
on behalf of Nietzsche that it is all the same whether 
Paul speaks of God or of His spirit, or of Christ,—the 
forwardness, the presumption is the same. This is 
by no means the case however; for the belief that 
the Spirit of God seizes hold of a man, and that a new 
and mighty life from on high comes over him, was 
deep-rooted in the religious history of Israel. Such 
was the explanation of certain definite experiences, e.g. 
those ecstatic states, which are facts and not fancies, 
which “occur” to a man like thoughts and recogni- 
tions, like feelings, sensations, and dreams. But 
Nietzsche takes no account of this explanation, and 
so he is constantly guilty of injustice towards Paul. 
He is deficient, after all, in the genuine historical 
sense. He lacks the patience to so steep himself in a 
bygone age as to look out upon the world with the 
eyes of a past generation. ‘The motive force in Paul’s 
soul in that decisive hour of his life was his longing 
for purity and goodness, for a full, complete, and true 
life, for the certainty that God would forgive him his 
sins and would save him from certain destruction. 
In that hour when his evil conscience showed him the 
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innocent, persecuted Nazarene living in the glory of 
heaven, this longing was transformed into the glad 
certainty that God had deemed him worthy of 
salvation, and that simply because such an experience 
was vouchsafed him. 

Looked at from a psychological point of view, it 
was his soul of goodness which, in the shape of a bad 
conscience, won the victory over his previous con- 
ception of God and the way of salvation. He, too, 
perceived that if God were just, He would and must 
destroy Himself. The law cannot be the last word of 
His will. It is neither forwardness nor a domineer- 
ing spirit that is the cause of Paul’s belief that a new, 
a heavenly life, has begun in him, but a fact—the 
fact that a new inner life really has begun in him. 
He no longer seeks to take his stand upon his own 
deserts, he no longer strives to secure the recognition 
of his righteousness in God’s sight by means of his 
own works and merits. No, he has received all: just 
as he was beginning to despair, the certainty came 
over him that God took compassion upon him, that 
He sent forth the spirit of His son into his heart, so 
that he could now say, “ Abba, Father,” and need no 
more be afraid of the righteous God. 

So we simply have to reverse Nietzsche’s assertion. 
It is humility that the apostle feels in that he ascribes 
not to himself but to One higher the new life that has 
begun in his heart. It is not the sham humility, so 
often called Christian, which talks so much about 
being humble, but it is the true humility which 
enables him to take up a proud and bold position 
towards the world about him. It is true that man 


seeks for “ dominion” in religion, that is to say, the 
10 


146 THE PROPHET 


certainty that he has aims and objects beyond this 
world, that his life is destined for eternity, and that 
the whole world cannot compensate him for the loss 
of his soul.t. True religion imparts this certainty to 
him, for it fills his soul with a power which lifts the 
man up above himself and his previous life and 
assures him that all his aims and all his activity are 
now part of God’s eternal will, and that as God’s 
fellow-worker he inherits eternal life. So he becomes 
lord over all kings. But while thus exalting man 
and his position, religion ascribes everything to a 
Being higher and more than man. The greater the 
man, the greater the readiness to recognise the new 
life as God’s gift, as a life in God; and so with the 
sense of his high calling comes that profound humility 
without which human greatness is like a flower with- 
out scent. And by giving man a share in God’s 
work, religion makes him once more a servant in the 
ministry of love to his neighbour. 

Nietzsche himself is a striking instance how an ex- 
perience similar to that of Paul’s, if it be un- 
accompanied by faith in God, leads to the heights of 
self-glorious pride from which the fall to the flat 
sands of vanity inevitably succeeds. He too, proud 
and self-confident man that he was, experienced a 
conversion, and from it he received a new life; he too 
was filled thereby with the conviction that he ought 
to go forth and prophesy to his people, and, like 
every prophet, he thought that “ henceforth all history 
turned round himself as centre,” himself and_ his 
“‘overman”: but in his case the effect is terrible and 
repulsive, for he has thought all this without any 

1 Mark viii. 36. 
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belief in God. What else can we call it but bound- 
less self-sufficiency that he could only speak of him- 
self when he spoke of the great things that he was 
conscious of experiencing and showing to others: his 
assumption of the réle of Zarathustra does not alter 
the case. Again and again one is forced to the con- 
clusion that he never went down upon his knees 
before the mystery in his own soul, that he could 
never lift up his eyes with gratitude to One who had 
given him the most precious of all that he possessed. 
From a purely human point of view, the religious 
man has this great advantage over the irreligious,— 
pride and self-confidence are no snares of vanity for 
him, but are changed into humility. Of course it is 
only genuine religion that can do that—the spurious 
can always be detected by its mistaking the want of 
pride and self-confidence for humility, or by its 
affectation of humility covering a really vain nature. 
We have one last accusation to notice: the intoxi- 
cation in Paul’s soul. It is strange that Nietzsche, of 
all men, should be the one to level it against the 
apostle. Usually it comes from the Philistines and 
other wise people who understand the intoxication of 
the body, while that of the soul appears to them 
something uncanny and akin to madness. Nietzsche 
cannot have meant it as a reproach when he too joins 
in the cry, “ Paul, thou art beside thyself.” He was 
himself too much of a poet for that, he himself knew 
this intoxication of the soul, and knew that the highest 
upon earth can only be attained by those souls that 
have experienced it. It was only the form in which 
Paul experienced it, and the religious soil in which it 
took its rise, that were strange and unfamiliar to 
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Nietzsche. There are others, however, besides 
Nietzsche, who say, when the apostle is thus depicted 
to them, that he was a mad fanatic; and there are 
religious people, quiet and unemotional folk, who 
turn round and rend anyone who ventures thus to 
present the real Paul. To such we must answer that 
not those men are full of the deity who find their 
utterance in well-turned phrases, but those whose 
hearts are filled with “groanings that cannot be 
uttered,” whose message bubbles forth from the soul 
in stammering sounds and joyful cries; and that it is 
not the words of human eloquence that move the 
souls of men, but the proof of an indwelling spirit 
and of power. Enthusiasm is kindled by enthusiasm 
alone, and not by wisdom ; faith only by faith, and not 
by logic. And that alone is the right faith which 
believes in hope against hope." But such faith springs 
up only in souls that are “full of new wine.” ? 

It is not enough, however, merely to negative 
Nietzsche’s accusations. They deserve very careful 
consideration. There are two things which our 
educated religious laity, and still more our clergy and 
theologians of conservative tendencies, should learn 
from Nietzsche. First, that they are quite as un- 
historical and quite as unjust towards their contem- 
poraries as Nietzsche is towards Paul, when they 
call every man a heretic who cannot accept Paul’s 
mysticism or repeat their shibboleth of “the living 
Christ,” because his modern outlook on the universe 
forbids him to do so. The particular form which 
Paul’s conversion assumed was surely caused quite 
as much by the strange psychology which was then 

1 Rom. iv, 18. | * Acts ii. 13. 
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universally accepted, as by the picture of Christ taken 
over from Judaism. It was a psychology which 
always represented a man as possessed as soon as 
he felt within himself powers that he could not 
ascribe to himself, possessed either by the devil or 
by God, by an angel of Satan or by Christ, sometimes 
by both at once, as Paul believed in his own case.' 
But we can keep Jesus stedfastly before our eyes and 
treasure Him in our hearts, we can realise how He, 
how His living form within us, works -in and on us, 
without accepting the somewhat gross psychology 
of a bygone age, any more than we accept its 
belief in spirits in its entirety. Even he who is 
perfectly well aware that what he sees with his 
mind’s eye is but a picture of the imagination 
formed by historical tradition and his own creative 
energy, may still experience its life-giving power 
in his own case. 

Secondly, our friends ought to recognise that their 
insistence on this mysticism, created as it is by means 
of an antiquated psychology, constitutes a danger to 
Christianity itself. They make of it and of the dogma 
of the Atonement the narrow gate which leads to the 
Kingdom of Heaven, and, forgetting that it should be 
Jesus’ high ethical demands’? which constitute this gate, 
they close the door of the Kingdom in the face of many. 

But still more important than this is the question 
whether “ Christianity ” has not altered the contents 
of the religion of Jesus in many essentials, whether 
Paul’s personal religion does not represent an entirely 
new departure. Such is not the case. In Paul as in 
Jesus one realises that the living core and centre of 

1 2 Cor. xii. 9. 2 Matt. vii. 14. 
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the whole religion is joy in the Divine Sonship. It 
is neither the law nor single external works which 
save a man, but the entire surrender of the whole 
man to God, and a new life which results from this 
surrender. Whether this conversion of the whole inner 
nature be called repentance and forgiveness of sins, or 
a life in Christ, in the Spirit, does not alter the fact 
itself. If we except a few remnants of the old system, 
which we have already noticed and will have to notice 
again, it was both in Jesus’ as in Paul’s case an 
ethical religion of redemption which issued from the 
ethical religion of Judaism—in the former through an 
inner spiritualising process, in the latter by a sudden 
convulsion. When they reach the highest ground of 
all, Paul and Jesus are at one, however much their 
formulas may differ, however much they may them- 
selves differ in their inner character. There a Being 
who, in spite of all struggles and changes of mood, is 
transfigured through and through by communion 
with God and the goodness of God, and here a man 
wrestling and struggling mightily, who has to fight 
a hard fight against the flesh, and against devils in 
himself, whose nature is shaken by passion till late in 
life, a passion which destroys all harmonious repose. 


THE APOSTLE 


CHAPTER XI. 


THe Cau oF THE Master. THE SoIL OF THE 
Mission Fietp. THe Misston FIevp. 


THE new man born on that day of Damascus has 
stood before our spiritual eye. We have seen the 
prophet of a new religion, and have listened to the 
conflicting dispute as it went on within his heart. 
Whatever may have developed in after years of the 
peculiar piety alive in Paul, the initial point of 
departure for it all was that Damascus day. How- 
ever rudimentary and imperfect the beginnings may 
have been, they yet carried within them the earnest 
of the full-grown saint. : 

But that great hour had shown the Pharisee too a 
new public aim; the “vocation” to be “an apostle 
of Jesus Christ,” His Messenger, sent with the glad 
tidings to the Gentiles. 

Apostle of Jesus Christ. This is the only title 
Paul values, which he always proudly claims again © 
when others attempt to dispute it, with which he | 
presents himself before his own and before stranger * 
churches, when he wants to be impressive, to com- 
mand, or to rebuke.” Only when he is particularly 
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friendly and cordial, when he is corresponding with 
beloved churches as their fatherly friend, he lays 
aside his proud title and addresses himself as a 
brother to his brethren.1_ But whenever his apostle- 
ship is hotly attacked or called in question, wherever 
in the churches there are signs of their deserting the 
apostle, he writes bluntly and sternly: “Paul an 
apostle not from men, neither through a man, but 
through Jesus Christ and God the Father, who raised 
Him from the dead, and all the brethren which are 
with me, unto the churches of Galatia.” His pride 
and joy, his life’s force and supreme offering, was, to 
be a messenger of Jesus Christ. 

No man, but God, appointed him to this work, for 
it was the Damascus experience which showed him 
his new path. God chose him from his mother’s 
womb and revealed His son in him, that he might 
preach Him among the Gentiles; he saw the Lord, 
and so became an apostle.’ 

Why does Damascus mean a new vocation to 
Paul ? 

We have seen already how the apostle’s very 
piety constrains him to communion and fellowship: 
the prophet must needs become an apostle. The 
assurance of redemption from sin and guilt, from pain 
and death, sets up an exuberance of the heart out of 
which the mouth must speak. And love for others, 
who are in the way of perdition, whom the prophet 
sees reeling to the abyss, impels him no less to seek 
and to save. And with Paul there was this further, 
that throughout the long restless time before con- 
version, he had been forced to condemn himself, to 

plelhessvig i Pile iets *) Gali216 57 1Cor, teu lineven (8 


THE CALL OF THE MASTER 153 


speak his own sentence of death. Now he had found 
new life, it could only be one complete consecration 
to Him who had given it : God through Jesus Christ is 
his battle-cry. He had persecuted the Lord in the 
past, he had slaughtered His servants: now he could 
show only by the devotion of his whole life that he was 
in very truth converted. He adjudged himself, so to 
speak, a second time to death; not now indeed the 
death from which there is no escape, but the partici- 
pation in the sufferings of Christ, that were to bring 
for him and others salvation, life, and resurrection with 
Christ. All this was surging together in the apostle’s 
heart. And thus he conceived his new calling not 
as “I will,” but as “I must”: “For if I preach the 
gospel, I have nothing to glory of, for necessity is 
laid upon me; for woe is unto me if I preach not 
the gospel.” ” 


It is easily comprehensible that the prophet became / 


the apostle, yet it is difficult to understand just why 


he became the apostle of the Gentiles. Was it not, 


more natural he should preach to his fellow-country-— 


men, to whom he was bound by birth and education, 
with whom he must have had more inward affinity 
than with the Greeks? Could he not do far more to 
help them than he could do for the foreigner? Did 
he not himself say he could wish himself anathema, 
and for ever severed from his Master, if thereby he 
might save them ?’ 


Perhaps the two passages, Gal. v. 11 and 2 Cor. | 


v. 16, will furnish us with a clue for the explanation 


of our question, if we consider them in psychological | 


connection with the apostle’s own statement, that he 
1 2 Cor. iv. 10 seq. 21 Cor, xe; ® Rom. ix. 3. 
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received his new vocation in that Damascus revela- 
tion. In these passages we can trace the idea that 
Paul had once known and preached circumcision and 
Christ after the flesh—that is, he had, when he was 
still Saul, recognised and proclaimed an earthly 
Jewish Messiah, and that he had already been a 
teacher, possibly also a missionary. In this case it 
may have been a pre-existent calling, or at the least 
perhaps an incipient though hidden desire which 
awoke within him in full force in that supreme 
moment. Thus he may have recognised that now, 
when the law no longer barred the way of the 
Gentiles, the great hour for their entering into the 
Kingdom of God had come, and that to him, with 
his new enlightenment as to the law, it was specially 
_ given to be their guide. On the other hand, he knew 
how matters stood in the hearts of his people, that 
here the “offence of the Cross” was still too great, 
and that his people would perhaps only then enter in 
when they should see the Gentile multitudes become 
Christians. All this must have been present to his 
mind, not in such logical clearness, yet half-con- 
sciously, and this it may have been which urged him 
in the new direction. The argument is further sup- 
ported by the fact that Paul laboured for fourteen 
years as missionary in his own immediate neighbour- 
hood of Cilicia and the adjoining Syrian district. 
The religious aspirations of those Gentiles, whom 
he had known from his youth, who must have 
long filled his heart with yearning affection, now 
appealed to him more than ever, here was the 
ground which first seemed to him suitable for 
his new mission. 
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Many passages, of Jewish and Roman writers alike, | 


testify that the attention of the Jews, who were | 


scattered over the whole empire, was bent upon 
winning the Gentiles for Jehovah; and that the 
mission to the Gentiles was zealously carried on. 
Jesus Himself, in a few graphic words, has character- 


ised the zeal of the Pharisaic missionaries, “com- | 


passing sea and land to make one proselyte.”! And ' 


Paul has thus described for us the lofty self-conscious- 
ness with which the Jew performed his mission: 
“Thou bearest the name of a Jew and restest upon 
the law, and gloriest in God, and knowest His will, 
and canst distinguish good from evil, being instructed 
out of the law, and art confident that thou thyself 
art a guide of the blind, a light to them that are in 
darkness, an instructor of those who are wanting in 
sense, a teacher of the childish, having in the law the 
model of knowledge and of the truth.” ’ 

How often the youthful Saul must have sighed: 
«A day in thy courts is better than a thousand 
elsewhere; I will rather lie on the threshold of the 
house of my God, than dwell in the tents of the 
wicked !”’* 

He knew not what blessing was to spring for him 
and for all nations from the fact that he had dwelt 
in “ the tents of the wicked,” that he had known and 
could share their yearning and their experience, 
understood the language of their lips and of their 
hearts, and that he had looked on all that with a 
burning zeal for the cause of Jehovah and with 
a heart full of love. True, all this could only 
become fact after the new religion had, with all its 
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stupendous might, taken hold of his heart, freed it 
from all fear and carefulness, and given him a force 
which irresistibly carried away with it the hearts 
of men. 


_THE Sor oF THE Mission FIELD. 


There is a mighty power in a man who stakes his 
life unreservedly for a cause. Paul, at the time of his 
death, had achieved extraordinary things. When his 
conversion took place, Christianity was really only a 
small Jewish sect, who believed the Messiah had 
come, held milder views about the law, gave special 
prominence to its moral meaning, and interpreted it 
prophetically. Their most precious possessions were 
the words of their Master, yet they did not fathom 
the whole significance of these. For even after 
numerous churches had arisen quite outside the law, 
independent of it, the congregation of the disciples 
attempted to establish the new religion on the old 
lines by the introduction of a legislation in matters 
of eating and drinking,’ which, though mild in form, 
was, after all, really framed according to Judaism. 
At the time of Paul’s death, there existed inde- 
pendent Gentile Christian Churches as far as Rome, 
churches with a growing consciousness that they were 
in possession of a new religion and that they were 
themselves a new race, a third kind of people, some- 
thing more than Jew or Gentile. Not that Paul’s 
own work can be traced in every part of the empire: 
on the contrary, even some such important churches 
as that of Rome were founded neither by Peter 
nor by Paul ; unknown missionaries, travelling artisans, 

2 PA Cts -Xx1.525; 
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merchants and physicians, did this work of world-his- 
toric importance: but it was Paul who, with strong 
hand, broke through the magic circle of the oldest 
mission of the disciples: above all, it was Paul who 
pressed on straight along into the enemy’s centre—into 
Kurope—and definitely started on the way to Rome, 
although indeed he only arrived there as a prisoner 
after being overtaken by others. Others were fired 
by his great example. Some were his pupils and 
successors, some his adversaries and rival missioners, 
who now set out all over the great empire to pro- 
claim Christ. What has been so often observed in 
the history of the world, repeats itself here: a man 
of genius seldom stands alone; as a rule he will 
arouse a whole host of other men; and even when he 
is not able to lift them to his own level, he yet lifts 
them above themselves and spurs them on to achieve- 
ments such as without him they would have found 
positively unattainable. 

Yet even all this would not be sufficient to explain 
the enormous success of the new religion. Great 
men, too, may stand alone and disappear, solitary,— 
flaming harbingers in the lurid morning sky, when 
the new day is still far off. With Paul it was not 
so; the times were ripe for his message. From our 
schooldays we are still only too prone to regard Paul’s 
missionary journeys as something quite unique in their 
kind, having hardly any connection with the great 
history of imperial Rome. They are treated in a 
special Scripture lesson and studied from the meagre 
standpoint of a traveller’s journal: Cyprus to Perga, 
Perga to Antioch, Antioch to Iconium, and so on, 
To the schoolboy they thus appear to gather their 
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importance from a few beautiful speeches which the 
apostle made by the way. But this is turning things 
upside down. . 
The early Christian mission is a mere wave in the 
\ great stream of Oriental religions which at that time 

was pouring itself over the Roman Empire. And it 
/-was sustained by social requirements and _ social 
currents of manifold nature, with which it had 
affinities, or to which it accommodated itself; and also 
by widespread common needs for which it brought 
help. 

The temporal power of the empire in itself was of 
material assistance to the mission. Paul has indeed 
still much to report of dangers which beset his way, 
yet on the whole he travelled as a citizen of a great 
and well-ordered empire, with a fair amount of 
security and speed. And he was able to carry on his 
profession for many long years before the hostility of 
his countrymen ultimately delivered him over to the 
Roman authority. 

But more important still was the inner structure 
of the empire for the development of the mission. 
Rome had completed what Alexander the Great and, 
in part, the great Asiatic empires, had begun. Rome 
united in itself the nations from India to the Pillars of 
Hercules, and, although they continued to carry on 
their individual life, they were all alike tinged with 
the same great culture. Their religion was for the 
most part Oriental, their thought Greek, their admin- 
istration and army Latin, but the common character 
of all—mingled of these various elements and a 
thousand popular peculiarities into the bargain—was 
on the whole homogeneous. It is only gradually that 
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we are beginning to understand what Hellenistic 
culture was and what it meant for Europe. Amal- 
gamated with the Church, it has become for us the 
great medium of classic art, science, and religion ; in a 
curious conglomerate it has rescued for us the building 
stones of a great future, and now with the Church it 
is rapidly passing away, after having been mistress 
of Western civilisation for nearly two thousand years. 
From Babylon and Egypt, from Syria and Asia, Thrace 
and Greece, Rome and Punic Africa, from everywhere 
flowed the springs and streams into that vast sea on 
whose shores we are living still to-day. We may 
pronounce never so hard a judgment on the “ chaos of 
peoples,” its immense significance and its educative 
value for the civilisation of the West cannot be 
seriously called in question. 

The common medium of intercourse, which was 
understood practically everywhere—excepting the 
extremes of West and EKast—was Greek, and this 
neutralised, at least outwardly, the differences in the 
great empire. With his knowledge of Greek, Paul 
was able to address his hearers wherever he went 
without an interpreter, and, while this may not imply 
as much as one is ready to imagine, it certainly was 
a very real help and afforded him an advantage over 
Peter who, according to a reliable tradition, was 
obliged to use an interpreter in his preaching. True, 
it was possible to get on very well indeed in Further 
Asia with Aramaic (Syrian), which Peter spoke—it 
was a very widely spread medium of communication 
in those regions. Paul probably spoke this language 
too, which the Jews had for many generations back 
adopted in place of their ancient Hebrew tongue. 
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Thus, in the matter of speech too, he could be a Jew 
to the Jews, and a Greek to the Greeks. 

As regards the organisation of new churches, the 
mission was powerfully assisted by the fact that the 
ancient forms of political and public life generally, 
however busily appearances might still be maintained, 


were in reality fallen into decay. Apparently the 


empire was a constitutionally governed state; in 
reality it was an absolute military monarchy. 
Consequently, public life and the desire for political 
activity took refuge in associations, which sprang up 
in amazing profusion, being now persecuted and now 
tolerated by government. They were for the most 
part combinations of the common people and the 
middle classes, and afforded opportunity to shop- 
keepers and labourers for satisfying the instinct of 
the natural heart towards mutual help, associated 
work, and associated aims, and for free utterance in 
the circle of like-minded fellow-members. Here they 
could rule and command on a small scale, when it was 
no longer possible on a great one. Burial unions, life 
insurance societies, were probably the commonest 
forms of these associations. To outsiders, the infant 
church fell into the ranks of these associations, and 
thus its quiet growth was, for the time being, 
assured. 

Perhaps it may even have also adopted one or 
other of the official titles, such as bishop (émiaxozos = 
overseer, president), possibly the very office itself, 
from such sources. ‘These associations never indeed 
stood for much in the internal development of the 
new religion, but they did secure a protection from 
without; and the tendency to co-operation which 
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they fostered, certainly rendered the organisation of 
the primitive church easier. It drew its first disciples 
from the same circles in which the unions flourished : 
Paul himself sprang from them, and, spite of his 
theological culture, really belonged to them. In 
modern parlance, the apostle was an itinerant factory 
hand, a weaver of the rough goats’-hair cloth that 
was manufactured in Cilicia and employed for all 
kinds of purposes, more especially in tent-making. 
The early church as a social agent worked among | 
these classes, not only by means of its active 
benevolence and by procuring employment for the 
brethren, which it did on a very large scale, but also 
especially because of the fact that in this brotherly 
fellowship the rich shared the Lord’s Supper with the - 
poor, the rich man was not ashamed to sit at the same | 
table with the slave, the sometime robber and thief 
was not treated with condescending indulgence in 
Christian refuges, but welcomed with thousandfold 
joy as lost and found, really esteemed as a brother, 
not only graciously called one. Such enthusiasm, that 
appears excessive to us, and that nowadays is only to 
be found in the Salvation Army, did more for the 
social reformation of mankind than all the fine 
theories in which those times were no less prolific 
than our own. This phase of primitive Christianity 
is unfortunately still much misunderstood ; but it was 
of the highest significance in the pioneer work of 
this earliest age. The types of the prodigal son, of 
the woman that was a sinner, and of the adulteress, 
of the tax-gatherer, and of the beggar Lazarus, were 
then more than beautiful words, they were very deed 


and life. . 
: 411 


162 THE APOSTLE 


Finally, Christianity was furthered in a still deeper 
way by the religious need, the eager longing which 
met it half way. It is true that it was just this 
religious yearning of the age that, on the other 
hand, more than anything else, transformed primitive 
Christianity. Philosophy had destroyed the ancient 
gods of the national faiths, though that was at first 
only the case in the cultured classes. But the people, 
too, heard and knew about this “wisdom,” this 
philosophy, and bandied the watchword “culture” 
not less passionately than to-day. “The ‘Greeks’” 
says Paul, “seek after ‘wisdom’ as the Jews ask for 
signs.”+ And the apostle is himself fully conscious 
| that he has a wisdom to preach.’ Christian mono- 
_ theism spread to the Occident not alone as religion, 
but above all as culture. 

But far stronger than this yearning of the lower 
classes for culture was the longing after revelation, 
which permeated all grades of society. To satisfy 
this longing, all the gods of all the world and all the 
wisdom of the priests had been called into service. 
These religions and revelations were esteemed the 
more highly the older they were and the farther they 
had travelled out of the East. An age in which 
doubt sifts all plain and patent truths, is always ready 
to rush into a wild desire for supernatural revelation, 
and is all the more inclined to give easy credence 
where the absurd and the eccentric are presented. 

Beneath this passion for the strange and the exotic, 
however—a passion which greedily devoured all that 
hailed from the Kast—there was a real and deep though 
hidden yearning for purity, goodness, and eternal life. 

WV Cottiy 22, 2 1 Cor, ii. 6 seq. 
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In order to find purity and blessedness, men were will- | 
ing to be initiated into all possible mysteries: they 
had recourse to baptisms of blood and _ libations, 
dramas and liturgies, by way of alleviating this thirst. 
of the soul. Despairing of their own powers, men 
penetrated into the mysterious life of divinities, 
hoping thereby to find deliverance and glory. If they 
were to believe in a god, then it must be a saviour- 
god, aredeemer; he must impose upon his followers 
high demands and mysterious rites. There existed 
indeed some licentious cults under imperial Rome, 
but, speaking generally, the religions that were at 
that time the object of men’s search, nearly always 
demanded from their adepts, the “ perfect,” asceticism, 
abstinence from meat and wine, marriage and family. 
Such was the ground primitive Christianity first 
trod. It came indeed “ when the time was fulfilled,” ! 
fulfilled even in a far deeper sense than Paul himself 
knew. And a great door was opened for it, not only 
in Ephesus, as the apostle tells us,’ but everywhere 
over the whole empire. The soil was ready, the 
sower had only to come to scatter his seed. And 
Paul was a skilful sower. He had penetrated deeply | 
into the hybrid religions of his day, with their 
initiatory rites and sacraments; we have already 
considered their influence on his own moral religion 
of redemption. That such experience was valuable 
for his mission is just as clear as that it threatened 
to become detrimental to the nature of his piety. 
He was enabled to represent Christianity in the| 
form which his age needed: to the Jews as 
righteousness, to the Greeks as wisdom, to all alike e 
1 Gal. iv. 4. 2 1 Cor. xvi. 9. 
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redemption and revelation—the supreme blessings for 
which mankind yearned then as now.’ 


Tue Mission FIELD. 


Our habitual idea of Paul’s mission is entirely 
determined by the influence of the account given in 
the Acts. Yet this account itself can establish no 
claim to accuracy. Only in some isolated features 
does it correspond to the statements in the apostle’s 
epistles, and it plainly betrays the fact that its 
reliability as a historical document is invalidated in 
many points of detail by the defective state of the 
original sources from which it is derived ; it is vitiated 
in essential traits of detail by want of authority, as 
in its whole plan, by the intention of the writer to 
have Paul appear in Jerusalem as often as possible. 
The impression one gathers from the story in the 
Acts is that of three great circular tours undertaken 
by the apostle, originating at Jerusalem, actually start- 
ing from Antioch, all three closing with the apostle’s 
return to the twelve and to the home church in 
Antioch. A solemn scene inaugurates the great 
Foreign Mission: five prophets and teachers of the 
church at Antioch pray and fast, whereupon the Holy 
Ghost by the mouth of one of them commands: 
‘Separate me Barnabas and Saul for the work where- 
unto I have called them.” Then they fast and pray, 
and lay their hands on them, and send them away.’ 
So Barnabas and Saul now travel via Cyprus to 
Pamphylia and Pisidia, and from there they come 
back by nearly the same route, leaving out Cyprus. 
Now takes place the solemn assembly of the apostles 

1 (Cor, 1-30, 2 Acts xiii, 1-3, 
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in Jerusalem. Some time after returning from there, 
Paul begins his second journey, which takes him first 
of all among the communities in Syria and Cilicia, 
then over the mission field in Pisidia, afterwards on 
to new ground: through Asia Minor to Europe, 
where he preaches, particularly in Philippi, Thessa- 
lonica, Beroea, Athens, and Corinth. After a 
sojourn of nearly two years in Corinth he returns by 
sea to Syria, having on his way broken ground at 
Ephesus, whither the Gospel had travelled. before 
him.' Arrived in Cesarea, “he goes up and salutes 
the Church,” presumably in Jerusalem,’ and then goes 
down to Antioch. ‘he third journey finally takes 
him from here through Galatia and Phrygia to 
Ephesus, where he remained over two years; from 
here he visits Macedonia and Achaia, with its capital 
Corinth, returns by the same route, and sails along 
the coast of Asia Minor to Jerusalem, where he is 
taken prisoner. 

Of his missionary activity up to his meeting with 
the twelve in Jerusalem, Paul has himself given us 
‘some hints in his Epistle to the Galatians,’ from 
which we gather a different impression. According 
to Gal. i. and i, he was only once in Jerusalem 
during this whole period—three years after his con- 
version: the fourteen or seventeen years‘ subse- 
quent to this event he passed in Syria and Cilicia. 
Possibly he laboured also in Galatia, beyond the 
limits of his home neighbourhood—Gal. 11. 5 may be 
understood to mean this. At all events, the success 
of his enterprise was so great as to draw attention in 

1 Acts xviii. 19 seq. 2 Acts xvili, 22. 
3 Gal, i. 17-21. 4° Cp. Galsiial sed £38; 
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Jerusalem to his mission. The Jerusalem concordat, 
which he now managed to bring about, secured peace 
for a time, but in Antioch he had left Peter in open 
strife, after having found from experience that it was 
impossible to maintain the compromise arrived at 
in Jerusalem. 

From this moment he leaves his eastern mission 
field in order to press forward straight to Europe. 
Whether the dispute with Peter was the real occa- 
sion of the sudden extension of the mission field 
in the west, or whether slowly ripening resolutions 
needed this impulsion from without in order to 
transform themselves into action, cannot now be 
determined. It is a matter of fact, that the apostle’s 
missionary methods were also changed henceforth. 
For if Paul had been evangelising so many years in 
his own home neighbourhood, he must have already 
laboured in the smaller, even in the very smallest 
places—while from this point, on the contrary, he 
takes the great commercial roads and carries on his 
propagandism in the large towns. By this means 
Christianity in the west became a town religion in a 
special sense; in Syria it had always been different. 
The book of the Acts, in chaps. xii. and xiv., has 
preserved for us a picture taken from the period of 
the first eastern mission. It is indeed a question how 
far this may or may not really correspond to history. 
For the very beginning, which we have considered 
above, will not easily fit in with Gal. i. 1: either we 
have to very greatly modify the sense of the words, 
“apostle not from men, neither through a man,” or 
we must minimise the importance of the scene at 
Antioch considerably. And Paul’s great speech in 
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chap. xiii. is, in spite of certain particulars, on the 
whole too much of a kind with the other speeches in 
the Acts, and in the only passage in which Paul’s 
doctrine of justification appears,’ so unlike Paul’s 
style, that in it too we can only recognise the pen of 
the disciple, not that of the master. But provided we 
first deduct something on account of the popular 
exaggeration of the miraculous, we may safely take 
such scenes as the one with the sorcerer Elymas in 
Cyprus, or the one in Lystra, where Paul and 
Barnabas, after the healing of the lame man, are 
taken for gods and then presently dragged out of the 
city half-stoned to death, as specimens of the manner 
in which this missionary activity was carried on. 

It is a matter of controversy whether the places on 
this journey—Iconium, Lystra, Derbe—belong to the 
Galatian churches to whom Paul addressed his letter, 
or if they are to be sought further north, where in 
fact some remnants of scattered Galatian, 2.e. Celtic, 
Gallic races, were living, having got so far in their 
wandering, predatory expeditions. No certain grounds 
for decision on either side of the question have as yet 
been brought forward; what speaks most of all for 
the north is the appellation ‘“Galatian” Celts, 
applied to those who were to receive the epistle. It 
is a play of fancy not without charm that has at 
various times tried to place some Germans among 
these Gallic races who came in part from the left 
Rhine bank, thus attempting to make Paul the first 
apostle of the Germans too. 

According to his letters, we must assume that Paul 
only once returned to Jerusalem from his great 

! Acts xiii. 38. 
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_ westerly missionary tour, undertaken after his 
explanation with Peter, and that it was in order to 
deliver the great money gift which he had unceas- 
ingly been collecting for the impoverished brother 
church, thus faithful to the promise he had once 
given the apostles.! He intended after this to go by 
Rome to Spain.2 He saw Rome indeed, but only 
as prisoner. 

The apostle’s epistles report of his second great 
missionary enterprise, but we have also in the 
Acts the travelling notes of one of his companions, 
telling us about its beginning and its conclusion. 
It is a pity these notes were only partially utilised. 
The beginning (to be found in the nine first 
verses of chap. xvi.) is particularly interesting, 
clearly betraying, as it does, the thoughts and 
feelings that filled the apostle on this new path. 
There is a rich field for a mission work everywhere 
in Roman Asia, but when the missionaries coming 
from Phrygia and Galatia are about to proceed into 
Asia, 7.¢. the region of Ephesus, “the Holy Ghost 
forbids them to speak the Word.” Then they turn 
northwards, travelling through Mysia. Once again 
they attempt a halt in the interior in Bithynia, but 
the “Spirit of Jesus” suffers them not. Now they 
are led right through Mysia to 'Troas. Here they 
stand on the seashore: over yonder Europe is out- 
stretched before their eyes. The first Europeans 
they see are the Macedonians, with their outlandish 
dress, on the beach and in the streets of the town. 
That same night Paul had a dream: a man of 
Macedonia appears to him and says to him: “Come 


1 Gal. ii. 10. : 2 Rom, xv. 23 Seq. 
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over and help us.” Now he knows why the Spirit 
has led him hither: “ And when he had seen the 
vision, straightway we sought to go forth into 
Macedonia, concluding that God had called us to 
preach the Gospel unto them.”? 

With irresistible power the apostle is drawn to 
Europe, for now the great idea has laid hold of him 
to proclaim the Gospel to the “whole world,” even 
unto the ends of the earth as far as Spain. Now he 
presses forward with his mission more vehemently 
than ever: he travels all over the Balkan Peninsula, 
making the great commercial city of Corinth, where 
people from the whole empire thronged together, the 
headquarters of his labours. He ran through the 
whole chain of the coast cities from Philippi, where 
he made the start,’ by Thessalonica*® and Athens‘ 
to Achaia, and up along the west coast as far as 
to Illyricum.’ He also intended to push on to 
Rome by this overland route, but he was- always 
“hindered”® from doing so. These words, in the 
Epistle to the Romans, were written by Paul after 
he had in the meantime found a new field of activity 
in Ephesus, where he remained for long. We do not 
_now know what attracted him thither, he only tells 
us himself that a great and effectual door is opened 
to him there.’ ‘True, he also found many adversaries : 
and once he was even in mortal danger, from which it 
was probably the devoted affection of Prisca and Aquila 
that saved him.* From Ephesus the apostle went at 


1 Acts xvi. 10. 2 Phil. iv. 15. 
3) Phil. iv. 16; 1 Thess. i. 2. 4 1 Thess. iii. 1. 
5 Rom. v. 19. 6 Rom. i. 13. 7 1 Cor, xvi. 8. 
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least once more for a short time to Corinth and 
Macedonia before he left for Jerusalem. 

The question of the dates of the missionary journeys 
of the apostle can be determined with just as little 
positive certainty as many other of the details. I 
cannot here even allude to the critical researches 
necessitated by this unreliability, which attends the 
relative and the absolute chronology alike. Only let 
us here remind ourselves of the two quite positive 
statements—that Paul’s missionary labours belong to 
the years 30 to 64-68 at the latest, and that his 
missionary activity as we know it, covered about 
twenty-five to twenty-eight years. Since he must 
have been already a man above thirty years of age 
at the time of his conversion (we judge by his pro- 
minence in the persecution), he was able to devote 
the full power of his best years to his great vocation. 
So that he had the same good fortune as Luther, 
Whose vast activity lasted almost exactly as long. 

The last verses of Acts’ just hint that, after the two 
years of his Roman imprisonment, Paul was no longer 
able to remain in his own house in Rome, to move 
about at will, nor to proclaim the Gospel. The 
apostle’s speech to the elders of Miletus is so evidently 
intended by the writer of the Acts to mean a last 
will and testament, the reference to the coming 
gnostics and to his own death’ is so unmistakably 
prophetic, that we may fairly assume the author’s 
own knowledge of Paul’s condemnation and execu- 
tion after the “two whole years” mentioned by him- 
self. ‘There is an ancient opinion in contradiction 
to these hints which says Paul got his freedom 

1 Acts xxviii. 30, 2 Acts xx. 24 seq. 
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again, and that he not only evangelised in Spain, but 
also visited his churches in the east. This last idea 
is of course only an invention for the purpose of 
dating the epistles to Timothy and Titus, because 
they cannot be located in the apostle’s life as we 
know it. On the other hand, the Spanish journey is 
not to be lightly declared impossible. It rests on an 
ancient tradition, and is probably referred to in the 
first letter of St Clement, written about a.p. 100, 
where we also get the oldest mention of Paul’s death : 
“Let us set before our eyes the good apostles: 
Peter, who for the sake of unjust hatred bore not 
one nor two but manifold afflictions, and so became a 
witness unto blood, and went to the place of glory 
which was his due. Through hatred and through 
strife Paul had to win the palm of patience: after he 
had seven times borne chains, had had to fly for his 
life, had been stoned in the east and in the west, 
he won the glorious prize of his faith: after he had 
taught the whole world and had been as far as the 
frontiers of the west, he left the world and went to 
the holy place—he, the perfect pattern of patience. 
After these men, who were so holy in the way of life, 
came a great multitude of imitators, the elect, who, 
through hatred suffered manifold horrors and torments, 
and thereby have become for us the fairest examples.” 

In these last words the Roman clearly refers to the 
victims of Nero’s persecution, and calls them all 
“noble examples of our own day.” It is, however, 
not quite certain from the text of the passage whether 
Peter and Paul suffered death together, and if they 
really were victims of this persecution. 

At all events we have positive accounts of Paul’s 
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two great mission fields only: the eastern on the 
ground occupied chiefly by the Syrian population, 
and the western, that on Greek territory. In the 
former Paul laboured fourteen to seventeen years, in 
the latter eleven. We have detailed knowledge only 
of the western field from the apostle’s letters. What 
therefore we have to tell about Paul’s missionary 
activity refers above all to the mission in Europe. 


THE APOSTLE. 


CHAPTER XII. 


THe Lire or THE Missionary. THE Mission 
PREACHING. 


THE dead are mightier than the living: primitive 
man believed this, in fear and dread of the spirits 
that leave their graves at night to hurt or to help 
him. That the dead are mightier than the living, 
is an experience that forces itself upon us too, 
again and again, in quite another sense. Not those 
who loved life have done the greatest things in the 
world, but those who despised it and had done with 
it. He best overcomes life and lives most vigorously 
who has died to live. We can observe this in religious 
and irreligious people, in Paul as in Rousseau. The 
dead are mightier than the living. 

From the hour when Saul died on that road to 
Damascus, and the body, that had once been a man, 
now became only a member of Christ, his life was 
nothing but one complete offering for the mission, 
which lay on him as compulsion,’ on behalf of Greeks 
* and barbarians, wise and foolish, whose debtor he 
had become.” We are indebted to a pupil’s faithful 
affection, such as St Clement cherished in his heart, 
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for a brief account of this life full of suffering and 
of patience; we have discussed it in the foregoing 
paragraph. We are indebted for another picture to 
the mean attacks of Paul’s adversaries, who forced 
him to tell his threatened Corinthian church on one 
occasion how wrong it was of them to begin to 
doubt him on account of these his enemies. He was 
able to say to them proudly and plainly: “I have 
had more than my share of toil, more than my share 
of imprisonments. I have been flogged times without 
number. Often I have been at death’s door. Five 
times I received one short of forty lashes at the 
hands of the Jews. Three times I was beaten with 
rods. Once I was stoned. ‘Three times I was ship- 
wrecked. I have wrestled with the waves a whole 
twenty-four hours. My journeys have been many ; 
I have been through dangers from rivers, dangers 
from robbers, dangers from my own people, dangers 
from the heathen, dangers in towns, dangers in the 
wilderness, dangers on the sea, dangers among false 
brothers. I have been through toil and hardship. 
I have often had sleepless nights. I have endured 
hunger and thirst, I have often passed days without 
food ; I have been cold and poorly clad.” ? 

And to the same church, when a portion of its 
members attempted to lower the apostles to the 
level of party leaders, and then, as it seemed to 
Paul’s lofty moral conception, to turn them into 
types of their own vanity and human passion, he 
remonstrates: “I think God hath set forth us, the 
apostles, as the ‘last of all’; as men doomed to 
death ; for we are made a spectacle unto the universe, 

D2) Corexi 23 =27 


% 


THE LIFE OF THE MISSIONARY 175 


to angels and to men. We for Christ’s sake are 
‘fools’ (the apostle is here referring to the scorn- 
ful criticisms on his preaching which were made by 
the followers of Apollos), but ye are wise in Christ ; 
we are weak, but ye are strong; ye have glory, but 
we have dishonour. Even unto this present hour 
we both hunger and thirst, and are naked and are 
buffeted, we are homeless, and we work hard, toiling 
with our own hands. Being reviled, we bless; being 
persecuted, we endure; being defamed, we console. 
Weare made as the filth of the world, the offscouring 
of all things even until now.” * 

We know next to nothing in detail about the 
occurrences to which Paul here alludes, as the book of 
the Acts has only furnished us with a few meagre items 
about the imprisonments and scourgings of Paul. 
It is just by these gaps in the story the author proves 
how little accurate information was at his disposal 
whenever he neglected to utilise the old source of the 
travel-journal which tells us, for instance, with such 
lively touches of the apostle’s later shipwreck on the 
way of captivity to Rome.’ Another piece of news 
he gives about the apostle’s escape over the city wall in 
Damascus,’ is confirmed by Paul,* even to the detail 
that the flight was effected in a basket which was let 
down through an opening in the wall; only about the 
pursuers there is a divergency in the two accounts, 
Paul mentioning the governor and the guards of 
King Aretas, while the Acts, in accordance with the 
object it has in view, gives “the Jews.” ‘True, this 
difference does not necessarily mean any essential 
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contradiction, if the King acted at the instigation of 
the Jews. The second detail which Paul mentions is 
the peril of death, when Prisca and Aquila “laid 
down their own necks for his life” '—perhaps, as we 
said before, the same danger referred to in the words :* 
“We were weighed down exceedingly, altogether 
beyond our strength, so much so that we actually 
despaired of life. Indeed we had within ourselves 
decided we must die [and God sent this trouble], that 
we might not trust in ourselves, but in God who 
raises the dead.” 

Besides danger was anxiety; not anxiety for his 
own life, to be sure. The questions: What shall we 
eat ? what shall we drink? wherewithal shall we be 
clothed ? played no part in Paul’s economy. Yet 
day by day a host of cares pressed upon him: “Be- 
side those things that come as a matter of course, 
there is that which presseth upon me daily [with 
inquiries and appeals], I have my burden of anxiety 
about all the churches. Who is weak without my 
being weak [with him]? Who is offended without 
my burning with indignation ?”’* 

He was besieged on all sides. So much, every- 
thing indeed, was incomplete in the young churches. 
The new converts knew so little, with their new 
world in their hearts, how to see their way in the old 
world without. Doubt and scruples, faint-hearted- 
ness and effervescent enthusiasm, strife and bickering, 
old and new sin, influences of all kinds from without, 
shook the tender new life again and again to its very 
roots. A host of cares for the man’s loving heart, 
and a continual question for his conscience; for he 
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knew he would have to render an account at the 
Day of the Lord for every soul the Father had 
given him.' 

The life of constant sacrifice. led by the apostle 
becomes moreover a life of continual self-conquest 
in asceticism. For Paul was an ascetic for the sake 
of his calling. He had to separate himself from his 
people and his country, however much he still loved 
them. All things, once so dear to him, he had to 
count as less than nothing, as dung.’ His people 
requited his apostasy from Judaism with grim, life- 
long hate. Even by those Jews who had gone over 
to Christianity, he was here and there bitterly 
maligned as a destroyer of the law, and even for 
centuries his memory was dragged into the dust. 
His life long Paul must have suffered greatly from 
this. We do not know if his own parents were dead 
when he became a Christian; but it is perhaps not 
less painful to lose one’s dead parents inwardly, than 
it hurts to have to separate oneself from them when 
alive. Neither do we know on what footing he was 
with his sister; that her son saved his life® is not 
sufficient to prove that he and his mother were in 
spiritual communion with the apostle. For Paul the 
love and care of a wife never made the missionary’s 
life easier, as they did for Peter and the Master’s 
brothers, who travelled about with their wives.* And, 
although it was a matter of course that an apostle 
should be supported by the hospitality of his congre- 
“gations, just as much a matter of course as that the 
soldier lives on his pay, the vine-dresser from his 

1 1 Cor. iii, 13 seq. 2 Cp. Rom. ix. 3; Phil. iii. 7 seq. 
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vine, the herdsman from the milk of his herd ; and 
although “the Lord himself did ordain that they 
who proclaim the gospel should live of the gospel” 
—yet Paul never availed himself of this permission.’ 
He never accepted gifts from anyone, except the 
church at Philippi, to whom he was attached by a 
peculiarly close bond of affection. He supported 
himself by his difficult and poorly paid handicraft, 
because he wanted to escape the reproach of barter- 
ing the good news for money ;” and also because, as 
he says himself, he too wished to have something to 
glory in before God, something for which he trusted 
to have a reward from God.’ Here again there is a 
dash of something Roman Catholic in the apostle’s 
piety ; he appears to regard his renunciation in matters 
of money and hospitality as a good work worthy of 
special acknowledgment, just as Roman Catholic theo- 
logy does with its so-called evangelical counsels. But 
yet there is a great difference between the two. . Every- 
thing, whatever Paul has and does, is given him by 
God,—is an imperative inward I have, I must. -Now 
he would still like to have something with which to 
do God honour; he wants to be able to come before 
God’s judgment throne and say: See, I too, I as a 
man, have done something. It is perhaps not correct 
Lutheran, not even correct Pauline doctrine; but 
from a human point of view it is as natural as the 
Joy of the child that gives his father a birthday | 
present out of his father’s own money,—as the joy of 

a man who looks upon his accomplished work with 
pride. We may smile at it, or we may mourn over 
the unconverted state of the hearts that are still so 
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proud: whoever loves sound human hearts will 
share their joy. Such a mood becomes unhealthy 
only when it addresses itself scornfully to others: 
Paul is free from this. 

Thus he regarded his asceticism, after the manner 
of Jesus, as the inevitable condition for the right 
fulfilment of his vocation. Marriage alone he 
estimated as of only secondary importance, in 
accordance with the decadent opinions of his time, 
and because he could only appreciate it from the 
sensual side.t But in everything else he has the 
sane and sober point of view of the Gospel, and once 
he gave expression to it in words so beautiful and 
so suitable as hardly anyone after him:?® “T rejoice 
in the Lord greatly that now once more your care of 
me hath flourished again [he means the supplies they 
have sent him]: ye were indeed not wanting in 
thought, but ye lacked opportunity. Not that I 
speak in respect of want, for I have learned to be 
content with what I have. I can live in want, I can 
live in abundance; in everything and in all things 
have I learned the secret: both to be filled and 
to be hungry, both to abound and to be in 
want. I can do all things in him that strengtheneth 
me.” Thus, apart from his words on marriage, 
he stands inwardly above asceticism, as did Jesus: to 
him it is no service of God and no peculiar purity, 
it is the special duty and suffering attendant on his 
vocation. ‘Every man that striveth in the games 
lives in strictest temperance. And yet they do it to 
receive a corruptible crown, but we, an incorruptible. 
I for my part will not run with an uncertain aim. I 
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will not fight like a man hitting at the air. No, I 
treat my body roughly, and make it my slave, lest by 
any means while I preach to others I myself should be 
TeveCled as 

Such was the apostle’s life: an unceasing sacrifice 
for others, a difficult, hard labour, a sharing of poverty 
and peril, a restless wandering without home and 
loved relations, not an hour without trouble and care, 
girt around with dangers and with the prospect of a 
dreadful death from the stone-throwing of an enraged 
mob. Yet not one instant did the apostle shrink 
back from such a life: it was God’s will, he had to go 
through with it. 

And yet it was a life full of supreme joy too, joy 
such as a dull, commonplace existence, in its lazy 
security, cannot know—and full of that vigorous 
affection that springs from human hearts that are at 
one in the highest and innermost things. Primitive 
Christianity in general was no sullen slave service, 
and no melancholy lachrymose salvation out of this 
vale of tears. Paul especially lived a life full of 
cheerful valiance; for beyond all mortal danger and 
all suffering he sees the loving eye of God watching 
him, of the God who “raiseth from the dead,” and 
who is ready to help men over suffering and peril. 
Joy is a word that plays an important part with him. 
All his epistles, even those written in the darkest 
moments, such as Philippians and second Corinthians, 
are full of exclamations of joy and challenges to joyful- 
ness.” We might write as motto to his life what he 
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once said himself :* “And even if I am offered upon 
the sacrifice and service of your faith, I joy and 
rejoice with you all. And in the same manner do 
ye also joy and rejoice with me.” 

The ground for such joy is not only the love and 
friendship which met him in those with whom the 
bond of the new life brought him into a closer com- 
munion than that of any natural love-bond—an affec- 
tion and friendship that, after all, illuminates all the 
care with which his disciples burden him, for it is 
nothing but pure, trembling, pleading attachment, 
nothing but trustful love. The ground for such 
joy in suffering lies higher still. Never was he 
more conscious of the nearness of God, never did 
he feel the hidden Christ more living and more 
mighty, than when for him there were “fightings 
without and fears within.”* When he feels old 
powers of darkness leagued against him, feels Satan 
is trying to hinder him from doing his work—then 
his assurance shines all the more brightly within him 
that his work is God’s work, and hope becomes all 
the stronger: “hope grows out of tribulation and 
hope putteth not to shame, for the love of God has 
been shed abroad in his heart by the Holy Ghost.’ 
The power of the new life that has arisen in his 
heart becomes only greater in every temptation, 
in distress and danger: “Though hard pressed on 
every side, we are never hemmed in; though per- 
plexed, never driven to despair; pursued, yet not 
“forsaken ; smitten down, yet not destroyed; always 
bearing about in the body the dying of Jesus, that 
the life also of Jesus may be manifested in our 
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body. For we which live are continually being given 
over to death for the sake of Jesus, that the life also 
of Jesus may be manifested in our mortal nature.” ' 
Thus the apostle is present to our souls, as he has 
drawn himself in a solemn hour of his life, defend- 
ing his honour in perfect loyalty against outrageous 
charges : “Giving none an occasion of stumbling in 
anything, that our ministration may not be made 
a mock of. On the contrary, we commend ourselves 
in all things as the ministers of God: in much 
patience, in afflictions, in difficulties, in strifes, in 
imprisonments, in tumults, in toils, in watchings, in 
fastings ; by purity, by knowledge, by long suffering, 
by kindliness ; in the Holy Ghost, in love unfeigned, 
in the word of truth, in the power of God; through 
the weapons of righteousness for attack and defence, 
through glory and dishonour, through evil report and 
good report ; as the ‘impostors,’ yet we are true men ; 
as the ‘ people nobody knows,’ yet we are well known, 
(to God) ; as ‘at death’s door,’ and behold, we are still 
alive; as the ‘chastened’ (referring to his malady, 
which he himself considered demoniacal), yet we are 
not killed ; as being overwhelmed with sorrow, and yet 
we are always happy; as poor, yet making many rich ; 
as having nothing, yet we possess all things !”? 
So lived the first great missionary of Christianity. 


THe Mission PREACHING. 


From Paul's epistles we can still plainly see what 
was the contents of his message and in what manner 
he may have preached. But we should be greatly 
mistaken if we were to suppose the contents of his 
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epistles coincided exactly with the contents of his 
preaching. Just the contrary is the case. For in 
the epistles the apostle writes precisely about such 
things as he explained either not at all, or certainly 
not particularly, to his congregation. If therefore we 
want to learn what he preached, we must compare his 
own express statements on the matter. 

He himself describes the contents of his preaching 
_ in a few plain words when in a passage he says to the 
Thessalonians: “‘ Ye turned unto God from idols to 
serve the living and true God, and to wait for his 
Son from heaven, whom he raised from the dead, 
even Jesus, which delivereth us from the wrath 
(judgment) which is coming.”* Here one point is 
plainly put into the foreground which has but little 
attention in the epistle—the struggle against the 
idols in favour of the one living and true God. So 
the preaching began: Leave your gods ; they are dead 
idols, stone and wood! They are but “so-called” 
gods and lords.” And even though it is not to be 
denied that these gods give evidence of their 
power, in many wonderful effects, in healings and 
in dreams, yet after all these images are in them- 
selves “nothing,”* for they are dumb and dead. 
Wicked demons produce these miraculous effects, 
demons that delight in the smoke of sacrifices, and for 
whom therefore the sacrifices are intended *—but they 
show their evil, demoniacal nature by precipitating 
_ their worshippers into folly and sin. The wise Greeks, 
who talk so very much about wisdom and culture, 
appear to be blind to-the fact that they, instead of 
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adoring the great God and His glory, which they too 
should and could have seen in the visible world, wor- 
ship only images of corruptible beings, of men, birds, 
and four-footed beasts, and even of reptiles.* Such 
senseless blindness in such cultured minds can only 
be attributed to the agency of evil demons, it is only 
explained by the abyss of moral darkness into which 
these same devilish spirits first lured the Greeks. And 
with that Paul’s preaching against the gods turns. 
into a sermon to his hearers’ consciences. 

God has given you over to the evil passions of your 
hearts, that make you so miserable, which you your- 
selves feel to be shameful and degrading to your own 
bodies, vile lusts that destroy alike body and soul. 
And not your men only act in this way; your 
women too have lost all dignity and sense of shame, 
and your youths and boys are sunk in depravity. 
And in the train of vice that lowers the soul and 
leaves it shameless, come all the coarse and baser 
sins: malice, greed, envy, murder, strife, lying and 
deceit ; you become tale-tellers, backbiters, haters of 
God, insolent, arrogant, boasters, intriguers, dis- 
obedient to parents, senseless, unsteady, without 
natural affection, unmerciful. Such are your lives !” 

And yet, just as God did not leave Himself without 
witness in His work of creation in visible nature, 
‘Just as you seek Him there, and just as you your- 
selves sometimes perceive a breath of His spirit, so 
He has given you His voice in your hearts for warn- 
ing and reproof.? Or do you not yourselves know 
that your lusts make you vile? Do you not recognise 
—by the very thoughts that in your own hearts accuse 
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you—God’s decree: That they which practise such 
things are worthy of death? Nevertheless, you not 
only do them, but also approve others who do the 
same.’ Verily, the god of this age has blinded your 
eyes and blackened your minds.” It is he and _ his 
demons: that lead you in mad intoxication astray to 
those dumb idols! * 

Therefore, turn yourselves away from them, and 
turn to the one, the living God. Life, eternal life, 
is what you are seeking. Only the living God can 
give that, He who in very truth is God, who proves 
His divinity and also His life in His works, and in 
your consciences, who has proved His life and His 
divine power above all by raising up His Son from 
the dead! 

And with that Paul has got to the heart of his 
preaching. Everything else draws its force and 
substance, its life and glow, from this pomt. That 
there had come forth a man out of Nazareth, 
mighty in deed and in word, that the Jews had _ killed 
him, that they made him die the ignominious death 
of a criminal, that this man was the Son of God, 
that His death had taken place on account of sin, 
that God had manifested Him as His Son beyond and 
after death by raising Him from the dead in the sight 
of all men, and that this resurrection was known by 
experience to the disciples, and last of all to him too, 
him, the aforetime persecutor, who now stood here 
before them devoting his whole life to this Son of 
“God—this was Paul’s supreme message. He gave 
himself up to it completely, his heart and his lips 
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were opened, and his own life’s struggle and need, 
its transformation and its victory, thrilled his hearers 
to their very hearts. When he was enabled to pro- 
claim thus, how God had taken hold of them all, 
the apostles, one by one—how their Master had 
shown Himself to them, living and mighty—then 
the glow of enthusiasm burst into flame even from 
cold souls that had long been dead. And with amaze- 
ment, those who had just before stood the fire of 
his accusations, saw the happiness that shone in the 
preacher’s eyes. Paul did not tell them much about 
Jesus: he only talked about His death and His power. 
He says himself that he had set forth Jesus to the 
Galatians “before their eyes” as the Crucified... And 
in his first mission in Corinth he preached only the 
Crucified,’ for he had determined “not to know any- 
thing among them but Jesus Christ, and Him 
crucified.” * Here he could show the seriousness of 
sin, the love and power of God in all their moving 
magnitude—quite apart from the fact that the cross 
had been the great “stumbling block” in his own old 
life and had become the very pivot of the new. Paul 
talked little or nothing about the actual life of Jesus. 
The moral laws—in common with the Church he had 
already taken for such the sayings of Jesus—probably 
were first brought prominently forward in the course 
of later teaching. And to this later teaching belonged 
too the detailed proofs from the prophecies of the 
Old Testament, although the very earliest preaching 
certainly included references to the ancient revelation 
of God. 
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But the preaching, after dwelling on Jesus, came 
back again to the subject of God: God had indeed 
proved His own existence, but He will afterwards 
prove it still more fully, when His wrath breaks 
forth against all transgressors. Terror and tribula- 
tion will come upon them with the flame from heaven 
which destroys all iniquity. Only those will be saved 
who by faith belong to Jesus’ and flee from evil. 
For the unrighteous shall not inherit the Kingdom 
of Heaven: neither the impure, nor idolators, nor 
thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor 
extortioners.” Like Jesus, Paul too grounds his call 
to repentance on the announcement of the latter 
days: Become new creatures! for the Kingdom of 
Heaven is at hand. Only now the message runs: 
Believe and be baptized, for the Son of God will 
come, to judge and to save. How graphically Paul 
may have drawn his pictures of the judgment or of 
future felicity we do not know; but we may bé sure 
that he too, like Jesus, showed great reserve in this 
matter; for not only the Christians of Thessalonica 
—where he only laboured a short time— but the 
Corinthians too, come to him with questions about 
the last days, and indeed with such elementary ques- 
tions, we are obliged to wonder how it was Paul had 
not yet said anything to them about these things.’ 

Paul’s mission had a threefold aim: a religious aim, 
amoral aim, and an ecclesiastical, although this last 
word may only be pronounced reservedly. 

The first aim was religious. After the old belief 
in gods had been shaken, and the thirst awakened for 
1 1 Thess, i. 9 seq. 2 1 Cor, vi. 9. 
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the living and true God, after sin which had been 
suffering was shown to be sin as guilt towards this 
God, His greatness, and His love, salvation was offered 
to the penitent in Jesus, the propitiation for all guilt, 
the living, everlasting Lord. The missionary pre- 
sented this salvation not alone as the inward act of 
becoming a believer, of which indeed he could only 
bear testimony, the virtue of which was vouchsafed 
to them by his own irradiating happiness; no, he 
offered this salvation also, as the time needed it, in 
two mysterious sacramental acts to be apprehended 
by the natural senses: in the baptism out yonder by 
the solitary banks of the river, and in that singular 
meal, to be watched by none but those who shared 
it, about which there presently circulated the strangest 
stories ever invented by the bloodthirsty fancy of 
human curiosity. 

Secondly, the mission preaching required the solemn 
vow of a new moral life. We have already listened 
to the most elementary interdictions. But there 
certainly always came the positive side as well: the 
fruits of the Spirit as Paul has detailed them’? in love, 
Joy, peace, long-suffering, kindness, goodness, faith, 
meekness, and temperance. This picture of a new 
life, drawn in a few vigorous strokes, surely moved 
hearts no less than the picture of the Judgment 
which Paul had before disclosed. In all his epistles 
Paul accompanied his theoretical discussions with 
such practical moral applications, clearly following a 
custom which he had probably developed while 
preaching. 

Finally, the third aim, the ecclesiastical, is likewise 
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realised through baptism and the promise to lead a new 
life: the admission into the new fellowship. All the 
baptized received the same spirit, all may eat of the 
same body of the Christ, and all become His associates, 
welcomed in the mysterious communion with a Being 
from the beyond, and so bound in stronger bonds to 
one another than the bonds of blood and personal 
choice can bind.'’ While thus becoming the “elect” 
of God and “saints,” taken up into the life of the 
Godhead, lifted above this unholy world—for this, and 
not moral goodness, is meant by the term “saints ”— 
they have become brethren to one another, they 
belong to one another in life and in death. True, 
they are to remain in that standing and condition in 
which they were called ;* yet they do belong to a new 
fellowship which dictates to them the rules they are 
to live by, which teaches them, outwardly too, to 
live with and for one another in quite a new way, not 
at all as they had hitherto lived together. 

All this was contained in the one great requirement 
of conversion and baptism. 

After all that Paul outlines for us of his mission 
preaching, it appears to be certain that it did not 
contain just what we call “ Paulinism,” that is to 
say, the peculiar Pauline doctrine of justification and 
redemption. His preaching is concerned with far 
more general, more simple thoughts, thoughts such 
as Jesus’ disciples probably also placed in the fore- 
ground of their preaching. It even ran to some con- 
siderable extent on the lines of the Jewish mission 
preaching, alike in its attack on the heathen gods and 
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in its moral appeal and its prophesying of the latter 
days. 

If we survey the whole chain of ideas of Paul’s 
mission preaching, it appears amazingly simple, and 
just on that account perfectly typical. Has not all 
Christian mission preaching, indeed all revival 
preaching to this day, followed in the same steps ? 
Certainly this sort of preaching has up to now met 
with immense success, it is the manner of preach- 
ing of Methodism in the broadest sense. Simple 
great threatenings and demands, all issuing in im- 
mediate action, there baptism, here confession, and in 
both cases admission into the new fellowship as well 
as the vow of the new life. We must not, however, 
shut our eyes to the fact that this form of revival 
preaching has its effect to-day only on certain souls, 
and only there where the influence of Christianity, 
2.€. traditional Christian teaching, is still strongly at 
work in the imagination. Educated people, who have 
abandoned the traditional faith, no longer respond to 
the spell of such a chain of ideas at the present day. 
We require different grounds for morality, and above 
all a deeper foundation for a belief in God. Hence, 
too, the proportionately greater difficulty we experi- 
ence in implanting the fundamental thought of our 
religion—that sin is not merely suffering, but guilt—in 
the heads and hearts of our hearers. 

But even at that time, when Paul started his 
mission preaching, the influence of what was at the 
back of it counted for far more than did the thoughts 
themselves; and this was the yearning of the people 
and the apostle’s personality. He himself was well 
aware of this, He expressed it too: not the words 
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of wisdom, and not the aptest application of proofs, 
and not correct rhetoric, was what won him men’s 
hearts, but the demonstration of the Spirit and of 
power.’ The joy of the redeemed soul that beamed 
in his countenance, and which from his God-filled 
heart poured itself into others—this was what made 
them sound and strong in body and in soul. 


1 1 Cor. ii, 4. 


THE APOSTLE. 


CHAPTER XIII. 


Tue PreacuHer. THE ORGANISATION OF THE 
MIssIon. 


Ir we were to make a picture for ourselves from 
the criticisms of his antagonists of how Paul preached, 
and what immediate effect his preaching had on his 
hearers, and, if we were to take his own remarks 
about it literally, we should get quite a wrong im- 
pression. Again and again Paul declares that he 
too considers eloquence a “second-rate virtue,” he 
emphasises that he himself was no trained orator '— 
Luther translates still more vigorously, yet he misses 
the turn that he was rude in speech—and his adver- 
saries tell him scoffingly his letters are weighty 
and strong, but his bodily presence is weak and his 
speech contemptible.? Evidently Paul was not a man 
likely to captivate his audience by a striking and 
triumphant appearance; nor was he one of those 
wondrously attractive Orientals such as the Jewish 
race even now produces from time to time, but a 
man who seemed at first sight insignificant and ugly. 
In the second century, one of his admirers described 
him in this respect still more particularly, but this 
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description may possibly have no foundation in re- 
membrance, but rather in the dogma that God uses 
the base, the ill-favoured, the despised of the “ world ” 
as tools for His purposes. The fact is, however, in 
itself sufficiently vouched for by Paul’s own epistles. 
And further, Paul never enjoyed the advantages of 
a complete Greek education. His Greek is not the 
worst, but neither is it the best in the New Testament, 
in which indeed only one piece of writing—the Epistle 
to the Hebrews—may be said in some measure to 
satisfy the demands of zsthetic style; and so those 
people who set store by rhetoric in the sense of that 
age, found no satisfaction in him. He lacked correct- 
ness and elegance of speech. And very likely our pre- 
sent-day churchgoers would not have been “ edified ” 
by him. For they are too much spoiled by the litur- 
gical pomp of our ceremonial pulpit style, and far too 
much accustomed merely to inquire if the parson 
preaches “ beautifully,” for most of them to be respon- 
sive to the plain word springing directly from the soul. 

Yet three things make it quite certain that Paul 
really was a great and heart-stirring speaker: namely, 
the success of his mission as a whole; further, the 
positive accounts of his demeanour in Galatia and 
Corinth; and finally, parts of his epistles in which we 
still have direct evidence of a powerful preacher. 
According to these witnesses, he too certainly 
preached not as the Scribes, but as one who has 
power over men’s hearts, over good and evil spirits. 
The glow of a rude yet persuasive eloquence still 
burns for us in these letters. There is nothing here 
of the polished cleverness of the Greek sophist, no 


affectation of the rough and tumble wit of the 
13 
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demagogue of the day. No, this flows from a soul 
steeped in the kind of eloquence that permeates the 
Old Testament, one that has fed itself on the vigorous 
imagery and poetry of prophet and psalmist. The 
Old Testament pattern comes out clearly, even in 
forms of frequent antithesis and parallelism. This 
kind of speech did indeed correspond to the apostle’s 
inmost being. Just as his whole life was one con- 
stant struggle, so is his speech too a continual play 
of contrasts, a contest with contradictions and objec- 
tions. He places the person of his opponent. before 
him and speaks with him face to face. In _ the 
beginning of the Epistle to the Romans, as he is 
showing how the Gentiles are lost in ignorance 
and iniquity, all at once he sees the Jew standing 
at his elbow, nodding a smiling approval out of the 
comfortable sense of his own superiority. He turns 
sharply round on him and attacks him: ‘“ What I 
say concerns everyone; everyone, him too, and that 
particularly, who fancies he may allow himself to 
be a judge of others. It concerns you and me! 
- First the Jews and then the Greeks! Are you 
any better? You have indeed the law; but do 
you obey it? - You preach against stealing, and yet 
you steal yourself! You forbid adultery, and yet 
commit it! You loathe the idols, and yet rob their 
temples! You are indeed proud of your law, and 
yet you dishonour God by breaking it!”? 

Such was Paul’s way of speaking: thus he 
grappled with his opponent: individual against in- 
dividual, man to man: with this he overcame, he 
prevailed. ‘This complete surrender of his personality, 

1 Rom, ii. 1-23. 
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this mode of attack, makes it all an entirely personal 
affair for the hearer. And this comes out clearly 
too even in the form of his sentences. The whole 
style of speech is by leaps and bounds, and often 
it is astonishing; it takes much for granted and 
leaves still more to be read between the lines. It 
is precipitate, it rushes to its mark, and thus is 
obliged to fill in much by way of supplement or 
parenthesis, it moves in query and retort: What 
shall we say then? God forbid! and so on. All 
these things are symptoms of the warm temperament 
that characterises our apostle, who is not wise and 
serene at all. They are so characteristic of him, 
that the mere fact that the Epistles to the Ephesians, 
to Timothy, and to Titus have nothing whatever of 
this style about them, but are throughout pitched 
in the key of ceremonial ecclesiasticism and legality, 
proves that they cannot be from the same man who 
wrote the letters to the Corinthians and Galatians. 
It was, on the other hand, a blunder of taste to 
declare the letter to the Galatians spurious by reason 
of the fits and starts in style, for the epistle is 
one of the most genuine products of this turbulent, 
fiery soul, and was thrown off at a time when the 
waves of anxiety and of anger were rolling over it. 

The pieces of oratory which here and there shine 
out in the apostle’s letters, one and all testify to 
this his fervency of soul and to the elevation of 
,his prophetic speech. The principal section of one 
such great delivery, the speech in defence, 2 Cor. 
xl. 8-31, has already been quoted (p. 174) almost 
entirely. Another passage,’ which plainly reveals the 

1 Rom, viii, 28-39, 
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overpowering impressiveness of the preacher who 
wrote it, is reproduced here, with an appropriate dis- 
tribution of the verses according to the sense; let the 
reader read it out aloud to himself. For, properly 
speaking, all the apostle’s letters are to be read aloud, 
for the plain reason that he dictated them all, and so 
was speaking in the tone of his pulpit delivery : 


We know, that to them that love God, all things work together 
for the best, for they are the called according to His will. 

For whom He chose, them He also foreordained, to be conformed 
to the image of His Son, so that He might be the first-born among 
many brethren ; E 

but whom He foreordained, them He also called, 
and whom He called, them He also justified ; 
whom He justified, them He also glorified. 


What then shall we say to these things ? 
If God is for us, who can there be against us! 
He indeed spared not His own Son, 
but delivered Him up for us all; 
how then shall He not with Him freely give us all things! 


Who will bring a charge against God’s elect ? 
It is God that acquits them ! 


Who is he that shall condemn them ? 
Christ Jesus is here, He that died, 
nay, rather, that rose again, 
That stands at the right hand of God: 
He also makes intercession for us ! 


Who shall separate us from Christ’s love ? 
Tribulation or anguish or persecution or famine or nakedness 
or peril or sword ?—as it is written : 
For thy sake we are being killed all the day long, 
We are regarded as sheep to be slaughtered. 


Nay, in all these things we are more than conquerors through 
Him that loved us. 


For I am certain : 
neither death nor life, 
neither angels nor principalities, 
neither present nor future (spirits) nor any powers, 
neither height nor depth, nor any other creature, is able to 
sever us from the love of God in Christ Jesus our Lord, 


THE PREACHER 197 


When we read this hymn, with its passion and’its 
swing, we understand how it prompted our greatest 
hymn-writer Gerhard to one of his finest lyrics (“If 
God is for me”), and furnished him with his theme 
line by line. 

What was denied to Paul outwardly in beauty and 
impressiveness, and in cultivation of the intellect, was 
compensated by the force and intensity of his inner 
life. In fear and trembling and in weakness, perhaps 
in sickness, he stood before the Corinthians when he 
preached to them for the first time. He knew well all 
he lacked, and yet he came with the demonstration of 
the Spirit and of power. He carried his audience 
along with him. Even if he was not master of his 
subject, the subject mastered him. The hidden life 
that flashed within him, as he spoke of his great 
subject, transfigured his insignificant and ugly figure. 
The more afraid he was, the more palpable his 
anxlousness became, the more mightily were many of 
his audience overcome, when his eye began to glow 
with marvellous power, at once menacing and gentle. 
And as it was with Jesus, so also here, when Paul 
spoke: the emotion was so intense that miracles 
happened. This is what Paul means by the demon- 
stration of “power”: the sick were healed, anguish- 
stricken hearts humbled themselves and declared, 
thrilled and happy : God is in you indeed !” 

Similarly in Galatia. Paul was intending to go to 
_ Europe, when a sharp attack of his malady prostrated 

him : the messenger of Satan buffeted him once more. 

Was Satan to get the upper hand? No, God’s 

power is made perfect in weakness.“ He roused 
1 1 Cor, ii. 3. 2 1 Cor, xiv. 24. 3 2 Cor. xii. 9. 


198 THE APOSTLE 


himself, and won the victory over his body. He was 
obliged to remain where he was, but it should be seen 
that the messenger of Satan had here too become an 
instrument to the furtherance of God’s work. Paul 
preached. And the triumphant might with which he 
overcame his infirmity and the “Devil,” overcame 
men’s hearts. As a rule men turned their backs on 
such invalids with shuddering horror; here one of 
them was welcomed “as an angel of God,” and the 
people would have plucked out their eyes and given 
them to him, if they could have made him well again.’ 
As an angel of God: here too again we have the 
amazement at the mighty force, the marvellous 
power that lifted the apostle above himself, at the 
Life that imparted to the body a strength that over- 
came everything. 

Again, another scene presents itself to our mind 
when Paul reminds the Thessalonians of his first 
appearance in their midst: 

‘You know yourselves, brethren, that our visit to 
you was not without results; but after all the 
suffering and ill-treatment which we, as you know, 
experienced beforehand at Philippi, we yet came 
forward full of valiant trust in our God, to declare 
unto you the gospel of God in spite of great 
opposition.” * 

It was instinctively felt with this man and ‘his 
preaching: he was no sounding brass, and no tinkling 
cymbal. He pledged his very life for his message, 
and this was the secret of the great impression his 
preaching made. He may indeed yield where brutal 
force robs him of his sphere of labour, but none can 

1 Gal. iv. 12-14. 2 Thess. ii. 1 seq. 
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rob him of his labour. Whoever speaks thus out of 
the abundance of his heart, and whoever thus stands 
at the back of his words with his life, can cheerfully 
do without rhetoric and homiletics ; his speech may 
perhaps not be beautiful, but it will be a demonstra- 
tion of the Spirit and of power. 

Paul has expressed this himself in the three-versed 
Hymn on Love,’ full of matchless poetry, surely the 
most beautiful thing he ever wrote : 


If I speak with the tongues of men and of angels, 
And have not love, 
I am sounding brass and a clanging cymbal. 
And if I am able to preach wonderfully 
And know all mysteries and all knowledge, 
And if I have all faith 
And can remove mountains, 
And have not love, 
I am nothing. 
And if I give away all I possess, 
And if I deliver up my body 
And let myself be burned, 
And have not love, 
It profiteth me nothing. 


Love is long-suffering and kind: love envieth not. 
Love vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up. 
Doth not behave itself unseemly, seeketh not its own, 
Is not provoked, nor doth she reckon up her wrongs. 
Rejoiceth not in unrighteousness, but rejoiceth with 
the truth. 
She covereth all things, believeth all things, hopeth all 
things, endureth all things. 


Love never ceaseth. ‘ 
Prophetic gifts—they shall pass, 
Tongues—sometime they will cease, 
Knowledge—it shall be done away. 
For our knowledge is incomplete, 
Incomplete, our prophesying ; 
But as soon as perfection comes— 
Then what is incomplete will be cast aside. 








1 1 Cor. xiii. 
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When I was a child 
I talked like a child, 
I felt as a child 
I thought as a child. 
When I became a man, 
Then the child’s world was put away. 
For now we see a riddle in a mirror, 
But then face to face ! 
Now my knowledge is incomplete, 
But then I shall know as fully as I am known. 
Faith, hope, and love abide for evermore, these three, 
But the greatest of these is love. 


THE ORGANISATION OF THE MIsSION. 


The Acts of the Apostles makes Paul carry out his 
mission work according to a fixed plan. He invari- 
ably goes first of all into the synagogue of the place 
to which he has come, and preaches a sermon to the 
Jews. Some let themselves be persuaded by him, but 
the majority turn away from him with indifference, 
or even turn against him in enmity. Thereupon 
Paul solemnly bears witness against them that they 
have rejected salvation, and goes to the Gentiles, who 
listen to him gladly and welcome his message. 

Although the apostle (even after the concordat in 
Jerusalem that he and Barnabas were to go to the 
heathen, the twelve, on the contrary, to the Jews)? 
may perhaps sometimes here and there have pro- 
ceeded in this manner, his epistles prove on the 
other hand that he considered himself the apostle 
of the Gentiles and that he had Gentile converts. It 
is certainly possible that he, as the travel document 
of his companion in Philippi” has it, went to the Jewish 
place of worship, in order there to meet such Gentiles 
as were generally attracted to monotheism and to the 

1 Gali iin 9. 2A Cts Si ais. 
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moral teaching of the Jews by their own religious 
needs. ‘These were the people with whom he was to 
break ground, especially such proselytes as had not 
become Jews completely and had not been circum- 
cised, the so-called devout, who shrank from the 
Jewish ceremonial law and from admission into the 
nation, yet found Judaism interesting, and were its 
adherents on account of its ethical teaching and its 
monotheism, its antiquity and its prophecies. 

Another time Paul very likely made use of the 
sort of quiet propaganda from lip to ear, such as has 
been developed by nineteenth-century socialism in its 
initial stages. In the circle of his fellow-craftsmen, 
or in other small circles with a religious interest, Paul 
may have started work ; and however inconspicuous 
the results of such work may be, this is precisely the 
way to ensure the rapid spread of ideas, provided they 
meet the yearning of the inquirer half-way. 

Again, it may have been in the lecture-room of a 
popular philosopher that Paul sometimes preached 
his new religion.t But most probably the large recep- 
tion-room of a private house was oftenest the scene of 
Paul’s preaching. That “devout man,” Titius Justus, 
mentioned in the Acts ;? Stephanas, who with his 
household placed himself at the “service” of the 
saints in Corinth ;* Phoebe, the “servant” (didKovos) 
and patroness of the church at Cenchreze*—are ex- 
amples of people of means, who regarded the young 
churches of their native towns as placed, so to speak, 
* under their protection, in whose houses the members 
assembled, who prepared all that was needful for the 


1 Acts xix. 1. 2 Acts xviii. 7. 
3 1 Cor. xvi. 15. 4 Rom. xvi. 1. 
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regular service and for the Lord’s Supper, uniting in 
their persons the parts of host and verger. 

As a general rule, admission into the new com- 
munity came remarkably soon. Whoever had 
listened once or twice to the mission preaching, 
had been deeply moved by it, and demanded 
baptism, was baptized and admitted a saint and 
saved soul to whom eternal life was assured, and 
who “would judge angels.”* There is tremendous 
enthusiasm in this dependence on the fervent resolve 
and on baptism, an enthusiasm which derived in- 
deed its vindication from the subsequent quiet and 
unwearying work with the converts. Everything 
great in the world is thus created. It is born in 
enthusiasm. It is nurtured and developed by a 
devotion to duty in details. Whenever one of the 
parts is lacking, no life will be awakened, or no life 
will be maintained. 

It is not a nice epithet that we have formed to 
express the most beautiful aspect of a real pastor's 
activity : the word—cure of souls. It smacks of ailing 
and anxiousness: no true man, and no woman of 
delicate inner life, will ask for a “physician of souls.” 
We should let the word drop, yet the thing rightly 
understood is the greatest service one man, and 
not only a pastor, can and ought to render another. 
This work of friendship with the newly won friends 
was what really became the apostle’s chief life-work, 
and that he had a masterly grasp of it, his epistles 
are there to prove. 

The highest quality that enabled him to do it was 
the absolute genuineness of his character. He buffeted 

IivCorgvis 2 
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his body and brought it into bondage, lest by any 
means, after preaching to others, he should be found 
a hypocrite himself.! He demanded only such sacri- 
fices as he had himself offered. His own life of 
absolute surrender was the first such: it told. The 
life of enthusiasm that he led, and which he poured 
out in words to all who heard him, was embodied in 
daily intercourse in a life of loving service for others. 
His love was all the more winning, because people 
had seen, and saw again and again, how this man 
could flame into fury, how he could hate and 
threaten, when his cause, his God, and his Master 
were attacked or appeared to be so. A keen intellect 
kept this love from aimlessly evaporating, making it, 
on the contrary, possible to approach men on all 
sides in order to win them. However irksome it 
was to him, with his pronounced individuality, Paul 
_ knew how to accommodate himself to every sort of 
covering in which a man’s upbringing, his personal 
or national individuality, hid him. He could always 
discover the human part of a man, and could turn 
this into an ally: “I became a Jew to the Jews, that 
I might win the Jews; to them that are under the 
law, I became as under the law, howbeit I myself 
am not under the law, to win them that are under 
the law ; to them that are without law, as without 
law not being without law to God, but under law 
to Christ, that I might gain them that are without 
law ; to the weak I became weak, that I might gain 
‘the weak ; I am become all things to all men, that I 
may by all means save some.”* Even in his lifetime 
his adversaries imagined they could forge a reproach 
1 1 Cor. ix. 27. 2 1 Cor, ix. 20-22, 
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for the apostle out of this very thing, and indeed, 
taken literally, the statement certainly smacks some- 
what of pliancy. But if we look more closely into 
the passage and into the context of the words, we 
shall soon find they are not the marks of an accommo- 
dating character, but rather of that downrightness 
and sharpness which the apostle everywhere manifests. 
Paul reckons this, his entering into the peculiarities of 
everyone, as a positive part of that asceticism which 
he has to practise as a “wrestler” for Christ. He 
regarded his amiability in the same light as his fasting 
and his celibacy; for the words just quoted stand 
between the two following sentences: “ Although I 
was free from all, 1 brought myself under bondage 
to all... .I do all these things for the gospel’s 
sake.” * 

We are indebted to the calumnies which his adver- 
sarles were never weary of circulating, for he was 
once moved to describe this quiet work of the 
missionary and educator more particularly as he 
carried it on in Thessalonica: 

“Our appeal to you was not based on a delusion, 
nor was it made from unworthy motives nor in 
guile, but as God has chosen us, as worthy to be 
entrusted with the gospel, so we speak, not as 
pleasing men, but God, which proveth our hearts. 
Never at any time, as you know, did we use the 
language of flattery, or make false professions in 
order to hide selfish aims. God is my witness: 
nor seeking glory of men, neither from you nor 
from others; although as ‘Christ’s apostles’ we 
might have stood on our dignity. But we were 

1 1 Cor. ix. 19-283. 


THE ORGANISATION OF THE MISSION 205 


gentle in the midst of you, even as when a mother 
cherisheth her children. So did we feel drawn to you 
and strongly attracted, not only to impart unto you 
the gospel of God, but our very lives as well, because 
ye were become very dear to us. Ye remember well, 
brethren, our labour and travail. Day and night we 
worked, that we might not burden any of you, while 
we preached unto you the gospel of God. Ye are 
witnesses, and God also, how faithfully and righteously 
and unblamably we behaved ourselves toward you that 
believe, as ye know how we dealt with each one of you 
as a father admonishes his children, exhorting you and 
pleading with you, that ye should walk worthily of 
God who hath called you into his own kingdom of 
glory.” * 

It is here, in this detail work that Paul did, this 
work of training, where he was like a father to his 
children, that we have to look for the apostle’s real 
mission. His epistles reflect this part of his work 
too in the best way ; they were the best continuation 
of it for the churches, although of course they are kept 
within narrower limits than was the oral instruction 
itself. What he had to do was to counsel, to warn, 
and to console, constantly helping with word and 
deed, unwearyingly active, so as to vindicate by a 
corresponding life the high religious claims of these 
‘“‘ saints,” “elect,” and “brethren” who were to 
judge men and angels, and so as not to have them 
become a byword among the people; he had with 
‘all his might to prevent these saints from living just 
as unholily as the heathen, to hinder these brethren 
from attacking and preying upon one another,’ like 

1 1 Thess. ii. 3-12. o<al avid; 
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the covetous and deceivers, the revilers, extortioners, 
and robbers “of this world.”' The hard fight against 
old habits of life and constant new temptations was 
rendered all the more arduous for the apostle because 
his converts’ attention was fixed far more intensely 
on the first great moments of their new life, and they 
did not estimate the moral detail work of daily life 
as highly as he did. 

For them the Holy Spirit, the new creation, the 
Christ within them, was that marvellous power that 
had fallen upon them, which they had first experienced 
in the apostle as he spoke to them in flaming, pro- 
phetic language ; such they had felt when he spoke 
with tongues, when he, in the highest trance of the 
soul, left off speaking, when his lips spontaneously 
stammered in jubilation; it may be they had seen 
how a demoniac, after a last fierce attack which had 
broken out under the impression of his mighty 
emotion, had gone away healed, how a cripple had 
suddenly been able to walk. They had observed 
in themselves how the apostle’s flaming words had 
opened up the depths of their souls and had forced 
them to their knees, how the same trance of enthusi- 
asm fell upon them, how they themselves began to 
speak with tongues. And all this was blended for 
them in one with the supreme moment of baptism, 
when the waters of the river closed over them, 
and when they came up out of the water as 
new creatures, born again in one unique tremendous 
harmony of an unparalleled new fulness of life, 
which was given them by a miraculous power that 
came straight down from heaven and led them 

1 1 Cor. v. 9-13, 
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of a certainty to an everlasting life, yea, which had 
already transported them thither. For it was thus: 
the fashion of this world was even now passing‘ 
away, like the wings of a stage this world was to 
vanish out of sight, and behind it all at once the 
truly real, the eternal world shining in glory would 
be revealed. This trance of the soul was for them 
the Holy Ghost, it ripened them with baptism, 
baptism confirmed and bestowed the Holy Ghost 
over again. 

To show men in this state of mind the hard and 
thorny way of strict self-discipline, to show this as 
“the greater gift,”” to represent to them the Holy 
Ghost as just this plain, moral right-doing without 
branding the uplifting of the soul as empty rapture, 
not to preach like a wise patriarch to the young, 
but rather as a loving father and like-minded brother— 
such was the cure of souls the apostle had to carry 
on, that was the great task the “ Home Mission ” had 
to accomplish once the moment of conversion was 
out of sight. To tell men who, on account of their 
miracles and their ecstasies, took themselves for 
spiritually minded beings, that they were _ still 
“carnal,” as long as they quarrelled and disputed,’ 
everywhere to apply, as Ignatius has since said, cold 
bandages to feverish members, yet without quench- 
ing the spirit *—such was the great educational art of 
the missionary. 


1 1 Cor. vii. 31. 2¥1 Cor. xi, 3 1 81 Cor. iii. 3. 
4 1 Thess. v. 19, Ignat. Polye, ii. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 
THe FouNDER OF THE CHURCH. 


ALL great human creations are the products of the 
unconscious element in man. Clever people who can 
read all secrets and are possessed of all knowledge may 
smile at this fact, but a fact it remains. It is as 
though man were no longer a personal being in 
certain moments of his existence, but came to be 
“beside himself,” as the old Greeks said, as though 
he left his personality behind him and became a part 
of the universal whole, an instrument to do the work 
of humanity, unconsciously, or even against his own 
conscious will. It is as though there were in us, but 
outside of our own personality, a feeling and a will of 
the great whole, which drives us along and leads us 
a road we would not go but one which mankind has 
to travel. It appears strange to us, and yet it is not 
stranger than the birth of a child of man, which is 
always a work in which mankind as a whole partici- 
pates, and not merely the father and mother, for in it 
something is created beyond that which two human 
beings can impart to a third. Man’s unconscious life 
is greater than his conscious existence, and exceeds in 


importance his thinking and his willing. 
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When Paul went forth to rescue souls from a dying 
world for heaven, he had no thought of founding a 
church which was destined to become the richest, the 
most powerful organisation in the whole of history. 
When the poor Jewish rabbi and Cilician cloth- 
worker was dragged by Roman soldiers as a prisoner 
to the imperial city where “the beast sat upon the 
throne,” it did not enter into his mind that he was 
destined to be the stay and support of this throne of 
the Czsars when the hosts of northern barbarians 
would try and shake it to the ground, and that of 
this Rome, which he saw flaming with all its great 
sinful streets in the final conflagration of the world, he 
was fated to make the “ eternal city.” 


THE BEGINNING OF ORGANISATION AND ITS 
NECESSITY 


Paul is the founder of the Christian Church. He 
did not want to found it, but he was. compelled to do 
so. And what he did he did unconsciously. What 
he understood by church or congregation (éxxdyoua) 
is something altogether different to what the term 
has ever connoted in later history. “Church” means 
for him all Christians, in so far as he looks upon them 
as members of that mysterious being that lives in 
them, that speaks from them, that works miracles 
through them, as members of the Spirit, of Christ. 
The church is no invisible community—you can put 
your hand on it in Paul, in Crispus, and in Gaius— 
but it is not the sum total of Paul, Crispus, and Gaius 
either, conceived of as forming a separate body in 
thought, but as constituting sacramentally a special 
sphere in this world, a magic ring, so to pease on 
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earth. Such, for Paul, was the congregation of the 
Lord. 

The thought that this being—for a being it is— 
could or must be organised, never once occurred to 
him. What need was there for organisation? All 
human societies, guilds, burial clubs and the like, 
cannot of course do without an organisation if every- 
thing is to go on properly. In the present case, 
however, it was another who saw to it that everything 
was done in order: it was God's Spirit, for God is 
not a God of disorder, but of order ;1 it was Christ, for 
all are members of Christ; and can Christ be torn 
asunder ?? A boundless enthusiasm is implied by this 
confidence in the new spirit that had entered into 
these little communities, consisting as they did of 
the illiterate, the weak, the socially insignificant.’ 
And in spite of many dark hours through which it 
passed, this enthusiasm has not been put to shame. 

There was, however, another reason for dispensing 
with any kind of organisation—and one more immedi- 
ately effective than this confidence in God Himself. 
It was the expectation of the Parousia. When the 
morning broke red, people asked each other whether 
it was not a precursor of that mighty stream of fire 
which was to fall from heaven and destroy all the 
evil in the world. And when in the evening the 
golden beams shot like spears across the skies, “look,” 
they said, “these are the angels’ weapons. They have 
come forth to destroy, or perhaps it is the glittering 
of their sickles wherewith they are to gather in the 
harvest.” To-day, to-morrow, at any time, the door 
of heaven might be opened and the last trumpet 

1 1 Cor, xiv. 32, 201 Cor. xii. 273 14,.13, 8 1 Cor. i. 26, 
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sound which would call the dead from their graves. 
Was this the time for thinking of an organisation ? 
So little did this idea enter into Paul’s head, that he 
did not even give his little local communities any 
regulations of their own. 

But there was another thinking and working for 
him, the “Holy Ghost.” He gave the Christians gifts 
which none had known these men to possess before, 
gifts of speech and of ministry, not merely talking 
with tongues, prophecy and teaching, but also gifts of 
“helping” and of “ guidance,” * of “ giving,” of “ pre- 
siding,” and of “distributing alms.”’ If “ presiding ” 
thus stands between “giving” and ‘distributing alms,” 
it can scarcely be used in the later sense of “ govern- 
ing”; it is rather used in the sense of ‘ protecting,” 
and implies the relationship of a patron to his client. 
Like every true government upon earth, the Christian 
was not based originally upon any legal right, nor even 
a duty; it was founded upon natural superiority, 
generosity, and love, the affording of protection and 
the giving of help. Such was the creation of the 
Holy Ghost: He gave not only wonderful words and 
hearts overflowing with enthusiasm, but He also 
made hearts gentle and kind, and ready to give, to 
help, and to serve. 

The first organisation was therefore the negation 
of every kind of organisation, according to the words 
of Jesus: “If any man desire to be first, the same 
shall be servant of all.”* There was Stephanas at 
Corinth, “the first-fruits ”* of Achaia to God; what 
more natural than that he should open his house to 
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the little company of his fellow-believers and prepare 
the room for their meetings? But there were others 
who wanted to help and join in working and do some- 
thing too.' So a certain Phcebe did for the converts 
at Cenchreze what Stephanas had done at Corinth. 
Paul calls her “a helper” (deacon), and says of her: 
«Aid her in whatever matter she may need your 
assistance, for she too has ‘ presided’ over many, 2.é. 
she has been a patron of many ”:” where we see again 
that “presiding” and “helping” were the same thing 
—the president was the man or woman ready to help 
everyone else in every possible way. Such was the 
organisation of the earliest churches. All the means 
usually employed in government were simply left on 
one side, and reliance was placed on two great instru- 
ments alone: the swords of the word and of minis- 
tering love—two weapons in which not only the world, 
but Christianity itself, refuses to place an absolute 
trust to this day. 

And has not the later history of the Church amply 
justified this want of trust? Was there not from the 
very first more in these “gifts” than might appear, 
more authority, more power? Even in the first 
Kpistle to the Thessalonians, at an earlier date, that 
is to say, than the time to which the passages we have 
just quoted refer, we find Paul saying: “ We beseech 
you, brothers, to show regard for those who toil 
among you and preside over you in the Lord’s service 
and admonish you, and that you hold them in the 
greatest esteem and affection for the sake of their 
work.”* And later, in the Epistle to the Philippians,‘ 
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some of these people are already called “ overseers” 
(émtaxoz7ros = bishop), probably the only word which the 
early Christians borrowed from the heathen religious 
clubs and one which has again and again given proof 
of its tendency to an autocratic exercise of power. 
We may grant this, but the first state of things was 
after all quite different to that which prevailed later 
on. In the Pauline communities the “oversight ” 
and the “admonishing” were still conceived of as 
services of love which one man rendered to his 
neighbour-—notice the first and in the quotation 
from 1 Thessalonians v. But men are for ever 
clamouring to be led and governed, and it is easy 
enough to conceive how, having learnt to subject 
themselves in love and courtesy, they should once 
again learn to create their rulers. 

As yet, however, enthusiasm and faith in the Holy 
Ghost remained unimpaired. Christianity has always 
trusted the masses. Not that it believed in the 
masses as such, but it ventured to recognise human 
beings in the masses, and to place its trust in the 
converted man full of enthusiasm. These little 
communities of converts were to govern themselves. 
Their enthusiasm was to govern them. Paul did 
not merely say this—he acted in accordance with 
his words. All the services done by individuals he 
demands of all alike, all the “rights” possessed by 
individuals he assigns to all alike: ‘“ Brothers, even 
if any one should be caught in a guilty act, you who 
are spiritually minded should in a gentle spirit put 
the man right, each looking to himself, lest he too 
should fall into temptation.”* ‘We exhort you, 
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brothers, to admonish the disorderly, to comfort the 
faint-hearted, to lend a helping hand to the weak, and 
to be patient with all men.”' Every individual in 
the community has the right of “ presiding” and ad- 
monishing—it is his duty—a duty to be performed by 
the whole community as such. Its determinations 
are revelations of the Spirit, the apostle accepts a 
sentence carried by a mere majority of the Church.’ 
The congregation as a whole exercises a censorship 
over the morality of its members, it appoints people 
to settle disputes between them,’ it elects committees 
for other purposes, such as collections.’ The meeting 
of all the members as yet exercised the executive as 
well as the deliberative functions, which arrangement 
was the simplest and the most natural for such small 
communities. 

As the churches grew in size, a recollection of the 
earliest days remained in the shape of the congrega- 
tions which met at this or that house; we find 
mention of such in 1 Cor. xvi. 19 and in Romans xvi. 
The family, with the servants, friends, and relatives, 
formed an independent group for religious purposes. 
In the days of persecution, when the congregation as 
a whole was scattered for long periods at a stretch, 
Christianity found a refuge in these “family 
churches,” and so its life was preserved. In the 
second century, however, they were suppressed by the 
bishops and other ecclesiastical authorities, because 
they impaired the organisation of the Church as a 
whole, and because they proved to be the most 
powerful allies possessed by the heretics. Ignatius 
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and Hermas show us the campaign against them at 
its full height—the former in Syria, the latter at 
Rome. 

The bond of union between the Pauline churches 
was love and their apostle. In him the unity of the 
ekklesia was, so to speak, symbolised. His letters, 
and his disciples, whom he despatched with answers 
and on errands,’ were the instruments by which he 
exercised his “central power”; through them he up- 
held the tradition of his teaching: “I entreat you be 
my imitators. That is why I sent Timothy to you. 
He is my dear faithful child in the Lord. He shall 
remind you of my methods in Christ (= Christian 
methods), methods which I follow everywhere in 
every church.”*® He supports his messengers with 
his own authority: “When Timothy comes, see to 
it that he has no cause to feel timid while he is with 
you. For he is doing the Master’s work no less than 
Iam. No one therefore should slight him.” ’ 

In all probability there were other similar instances 
of the beginning of an organisation grouping itself 
round the personality of some important missionary. 
They were the precursors of later provincial and still 
wider organisations, even though the latter did not 
directly proceed from them, for the growing Episcopal 
power destroyed these traces of a patriarchal organi- 
sation wherever they had been preserved. 

We have completed our survey of the beginnings 
of ecclesiastical organisation. From these beginnings 

* the great executive power of a later age was developed. 
But the church itself is far more than its government, 
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the church is a peculiar expression of religious faith, 
with a law of life of its own, a law which can indeed 
be developed by the governing powers, but cannot be 
exhausted in them. It was a historical necessity that 
the Gospel of Jesus should be turned into a church, 
and it was Paul who took the first steps, and who had 
to take them, to make of this necessity an actual fact. 
Even in him the enthusiastic faith in the Holy Ghost 
had to be turned into hard and simple work, because 
mighty destructive forces soon arose which threatened 
to destroy his works and to rend the body of Christ. 
I am not thinking of the human, the all too human 
elements, which could not be quite suppressed even 
in this earliest community of brothers—personal 
vanity, petty ambition, scandal, and slander—but of 
certain great dangers, no figments of the imagination, 
but founded on real fact; and above all of the 
following three : 

1. The church at Jerusalem fell ever more and 
more into the hands of an extreme Jewish legal 
party which demanded of the Gentiles under all con- 
ditions that they should become Jews before becoming 
Christians. It imposed circumcision and the obser- 
vance of the law on every convert, and endeavoured 
to sunder the bond between the apostle and his 
congregations by an active campaign of agitation, 
hoping thus to win them over to their own way of 
thinking. 

2. In Paul’s own congregations little groups gradu- 
ally arose which developed ascetic tendencies. They 
thought it a sin to eat meat or to drink wine, and 
they fancied they could not continue to live side by 
side with their more liberal-minded brethren. Here 
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we have the first signs of those aspirations after a 
peculiar sanctity which appeared still more distinctly 
in the course of the gnostic controversy, and which 
led finally to the formation of an especial class of 
ascetics—the monks. 
8. The third danger lay in the Holy Ghost 
Himself; hence efforts to “quench the Spirit” can 
already be clearly traced in the Pauline churches. 
In the earliest days of Christianity, just as later in 
the time of the Reformation, the watchword of 
freedom threatened to break up these little com- 
munities and to plunge them into a state of anarchy. 
The less restraint a man put upon himself, the more 
did he appear to certain sections, even of Paul’s own 
congregations, to be driven by the “Spirit.” No state 
could tolerate such licence, and thus the very existence 
of the churches was at stake. 

Such were the three destructive powers against 
which Paul battled indefatigably. His God is a God 
of order and of love. And so, unintentionally, he laid 
the foundations of the Church. What he did want 
was to save his congregations from absorption in the 
whirlpool of a religious revolution, from imprisonment, 
from decay, and uncharitableness. 
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CHAPTER XV. 


THe STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM FROM THE LAW AND 
FOR THE INDEPENDENCE OF CHRISTIANITY. 


Tuer most dangerous crisis which Paul’s congrega- 
tions had to traverse was the period of open rupture 
with the strict Jewish-Christian party, fomented by 
the attitude of Jesus’ disciples towards the apostle of 
the Gentiles. As far as we can see, they appear to 
have wavered, subsiding from time to time, however, 
into a position of hostility. 

The thought of founding a church had been even 
more absent from Jesus’ mind than it was from Paul’s. 
Jesus looked away from the external to the inner life 
of man. In the future there loomed the great final 
catastrophe which shut out every other prospect. 
Even great practical questions, which must have 
already presented themselves in His time, were 
scarcely noticed by Jesus. Such were the two im- 
portant questions of the validity of the law for Himself 
and His disciples, and of the mission to the Gentiles. 
Neither appears to have been thoroughly examined 
or considered in its connection with the other. Jesus 
was animated by the glad confidence that the law 
could be fulfilled ; for, rightly understood, it was the 
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expression of the two great demands of love to God 
and love to man. Every true disciple of Jesus would 
have a heart so full of love that it would be easy for 
him to fulfil the whole law and the prophets better, 
more thoroughly, than the Pharisees. But had not 
Jesus set aside single commandments, such as that 
concerning the Sabbath and portions of the cere- 
monial law, in the glad certainty that as child of God 
He need not be over-scrupulous? In answer to His 
opponents, Jesus took His stand upon that which 
appeared to Him to be God’s will in the law as 
against this or that special commandment. But he 
did not reject the law as a whole in consequence of 
this position. Just like His fellow-countrymen, His 
general attitude was that of an observer of the law. 
What His opponents criticised was not a regular 
disregard of the law, but the occasional breach of 
certain commandments. ‘Thus Jesus, according to 
His own opinion, had fulfilled the inner meaning of 
the law. In reality He had surpassed it. For Paul 
rightly emphasises the fact that the law as law 
presents an alternative between which there is no 
middle ground: all or nothing." 

The consequences of His position to the law 
remained completely concealed from Jesus even 
while He was uncompromisingly opposed to one of 
the fundamental thoughts on which it rested, viz., 
that of ceremonial holiness.” It was only Paul who 
made the discovery in the fierce struggle of his life. 

* The question as to the mission to the Gentiles 

remained in like manner practically untouched. In 

all our present gospels we have of course words 
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ascribed to Jesus, which order His disciples to go 
forth and evangelise the heathen world, but the way 
in which they are ascribed is very significant. Hach 
evangelist puts them into the mouth of the risen 
Lord, but each in his own way and in a different 
place. In Mark we find the passage in the con- 
clusion, which is certainly not genuine, though it 
may still date from the first half of the second 
century... In Matthew Jesus gathers His disciples 
together on a hill in Galilee and bids them “Go 
forth and make disciples of all peoples, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghost, and teaching them to observe all 
things whatsoever I have commanded you.”* ‘The 
threefold baptismal formula is sufficient to prove the 
passage to be of a late date. In the earliest time the 
only baptism was that in the name of Christ. In Luke 
the risen Jesus assembles the disciples on the Sunday 
evening at Jerusalem, and sends them forth to all 
nations with the message of repentance unto re- 
mission of sins.‘ And the gospel closes with the 
parting of Jesus from the disciples, and the description 
of their harmonious life. The second volume of 
Luke’s work, the Acts, begins with the same two 
pictures; and here too the disciples immediately re- 
ceive the command to evangelise the world.’ Finally, 
John ventured to transfer the great “hour” of the 
conversion of the Gentile world into the life of Jesus, 
and to justify the mission by those wonderfully solemn 
words addressed to the Greeks that came to Jesus: 
“The hour has come that the Son of man should be 
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glorified. Verily, verily, | say unto you, Except a 
corn of wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth 
alone: but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit.” ! 

In reality this passage too bears witness to the fact 
that it was only after Jesus’ death that His disciples 
thought of any kind of missionary work. And at 
first they confined their mission to the Jews: until 
Paul came, they held aloof from missionary work 
among the Gentiles. Jesus Himself thought of this 
work as little as did His disciples: was not the time 
until the end so short that they would “not have 
gone over the cities of Israel till the Son of man be 
come”?” As a matter of principle, Jesus would of 
course have raised no objection to the reception of 
the heathen: the Gentile is no worse than His 
“Samaritan.” He always beheld the man in all men, 
even in the Jew; and where a ray of warm human 
love fell upon Him from a heathen heart—as in the 
case of the Canaanite woman—or of suppliant faith— 
as in the centurion of Capernaum—then He too, 
perhaps, once believed and said that many would 
come from the east and from the west, and would 
lie down at the banquet in the Kingdom of Heaven 
with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. He did not mean 
that they would have to be first circumcised or 
baptized. He did not think of them as Jews or 
Christians, but as loving, trusting children of men. 
But words such as these were only occasional utter- 
ances, which bore witness. to a heart free from all 
prejudice and full of love. They were not intended 
as indications for a definite organised work. 
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Such was the position of uncertainty therefore in 
which Jesus left His disciples when He parted from 
them, and they never succeeded in clearing up the 
ambiguity. Two men alone took up a perfectly clear 
position: one was James, the brother of the Lord, 
who had not been His disciple, but soon came to 
play a leading part in the early church; the other 
was Paul. The former wanted to go back to 
Judaism—the latter had recognised that Christianity 
was a new religion. 

For fourteen, perhaps seventeen years, Paul had 
successfully preached his gospel free from all connec- 
tion with the law, in Syria and Cilicia. Congrega- 
tions had been formed, and far and wide there were 
men who believed in Jesus as the Christ, their 
Saviour and Lord, without being Jews and without 
observing the law. But the further his work 
extended, the more anxious did Paul become. His 
one concern was “lest by any means I should run or 
had run in vain.”* For all at once there appeared all 
kind of strange folk in his congregations. They 
called themselves brethren, and they did believe in 
Jesus as the Christ. But they were never tired of 
expressing their astonishment at what they saw 
round about them. ‘“ What, did their dear brothers 
here really eat things strangled and the flesh of 
swine? Were they really not circumcised? And 
had Paul made these arrangements? A strange 
thing, this so-called freedom! Well then, they 
probably lived as they liked in other respects too, like 
the Gentiles? Free, without law, that meant lawless, 
did it not?” “Licence they mean when they cry 
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liberty.” And then they began to say how every- 
thing was quite different in Jerusalem; but then the 
“pillars”? of the church of God lived there, a Peter 
and a John, Jesus’ favourite disciples, and James too, 
the saint, the brother of the Lord, who was so 
blameless in the law that even priests and scribes 
marvelled at him. In Jerusalem—yes, there men 
lived a strict and righteous life. Perhaps, after all, 
they would know what was right there, better than 
here. And pray who was this Paul? Was not 
Judaism the true religion, did not Paul himself 
continually refer to the Old Testament? To be a 
pious Jew and to believe that Jesus is the Messiah— 
that is true Christianity. So spake the people who 
came down from Jerusalem, “ the mother of us all.” 

And thus approached Paul’s severest hour of 
temptation, and a struggle harder almost than that 
which he had had to fight on the road to Damascus. 
For here too the travail in the apostle’s soul ended in 
a revelation. 

Temptation’s most dangerous guise is not that of 
the common and the vulgar. It is when the best 
that is within us presents itself to us in such a form 
that it goads us on to sin, that we must be most of 
all on our guard. What was it that could have 
distressed Paul so? One thing alone. It was the 
tempter’s voice that spoke to Paul. What do the 
pillars in Jerusalem concern you? You have just 
as little to do with them as you have with this crew 
of spies, these false brethren who are sneaking about 
in every nook and corner, whose one object is to 
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disturb your congregations and to alienate their 
affections. You are an apostle of Jesus Christ. He 
has appeared, and He still appears to you and gives 
you instruction and guidance. You have been in the 
third heaven and in Paradise, you have the miraculous 
gifts of tongues and of healing—are you to go, cap n 
hand, and beg for the praise and the approval of the 
men with whose consent, directly or indirectly, these 
spies are creeping about here? But the other voice 
said: You are always preaching about love, long- 
suffering and unity. Now practise as you preach. 
You keep your body under, add yet one more morti- 
fication. Submit and go up to Jerusalem. Would 
you really venture to rend the body of Christ? And 
do not those pillars really know more about Him 
whom you preach than you do? And after all, it 
may very well be that they will not exact the sacrifice 
of your freedom, or call upon you to lead your 
people back again into bondage. It may very well 
turn out that these men here are not rightly informed. 
At any rate there is one thing you ought to do. As 
long as you can, you ought to go and hold out the 
right hand of peace. It was a severe struggle within 
Paul’s soul, and it ended in a revelation. The apostle 
went up to Jerusalem.’ 

But not as a subordinate, nor as one resolved to 
make every concession. He took Barnabas with him, 
his old friend and companion, a man who was held in 
great esteem by the twelve, and at the same time 
shared the principles on which his missionary work 
rested. He took Titus with him, a young uncircum- 
cised Greek, a living symbol of his Gentile Church, 
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He found in Jerusalem more than he expected, even 
though we must subtract a little from the glamour with 
which the editor of the Acts has invested the original 
facts, for this famous fifteenth chapter shows more 
clearly than anywhere else the influence of a later 
Catholic revision. The meeting of the apostles has 
been turned into a solemn council which issues a 
decree, the main portion beginning as follows: «It 
seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to us... ..” 
And yet Paul knows nothing whatever about this 
decree. What we gather from Paul’s own account is 
as follows. He met his opponents—the men who 
had worked all the mischief in his Syrian and Cilician 
congregations. ‘They came forward and accused him 
mn the most violent language. They demanded that 
Titus should be circumcised. The position of the 
twelve was somewhat different. Peter seems to have 
been the freest. He believes, like Paul—it is Paul 
himself who expressly tells us so'—that through 
faith in Jesus, the Christ, we are saved, and not 
through the works of the law. He was ready there- 
fore to give up the law. But it was Paul’s speech, 
it was the facts of his mission, which carried away the 
whole assembly. This was the first occasion on 
which the power of his personality was revealed to 
those whom he had formerly persecuted. ‘They felt 
that they were listening to a man that was mighty 
both in deeds and in words. Then they recognised 
that the Gospel to the Gentiles had been entrusted to 
him as that to the Jews had been given to Peter, and 
that the same God who had granted to Peter wonder- 
ful gifts for his mission among the Jews, had endowed 
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Paul with the same gifts for his work amongst the 
Gentiles. And Peter and James and John, who 
were counted as the pillars, recognised the grace that 
had been given him, and held out to him and to 
Barnabas the right hand of fellowship ; and they settled 
that Paul and Barnabas should go to the Gentiles, 
while they themselves turned to the Jews. But the 
brethren among the Gentiles were not to forget the 
poor in Jerusalem, but were to gather alms for their 
support.1 Such was the concordat at Jerusalem. 
We cannot follow the account in the Acts,’ which 
flatly contradicts Paul’s own words in making Peter 
an apostle to the Gentiles “a good while ago.” 

After an excited meeting, in which Paul did not 
give way to the false brethren for a single moment, he 
appears to have prevailed. In reality the result was 
a compromise. As is always the case in similar 
circumstances, those who took part in the debate 
shut their eyes to the whole difficulty of the problem, 
which was solved in a different manner by each of 
the opposing parties, and James said nothing, carried 
away perhaps for a moment by Paul’s personal 
influence. All disagreement seemed to be at an end, 
but the hard facts of life were destined to try the 
compromise too severely. 

The fact was, that the expression, “to go to the 
Gentiles,” was ambiguous. Paul always understands 
the words in a geographical sense. So he writes, 
Rom. i. 5, including the Romans “ among all nations,” 
and yet we see from chap. vii. that there were Jewish 
Christians at Rome. By “Gentiles” he therefore 
understood the Gentile world. His Gospel was 
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intended for all congregations in the Gentile world. 
We have no means of knowing now what the twelve at 
first understood by the expression. But one thing is 
certain, that they soon afterwards interpreted it in an 
entirely different sense. They wanted to have the 
law maintained in all Jewish Christian congregations 
at least, even if they were ready to concede a greater 
liberty to purely Gentile churches. In actual life, 
however, it was very hard to carry out this theory. 
For a Jew who kept the law strictly was not allowed 
to eat with any one who was not a Jew. How was 
this commandment to be carried out in mixed 
Christian congregations? Was not their greatest act 
of worship a common meal? And, as a matter of 
fact, this was the difficulty which not long afterwards 
wrecked the Jerusalem concordat. 

It was Peter, a good, kind-hearted man, easily 
roused to enthusiasm but lacking in resolution, who 
was the occasion of the new conflict which henceforth 
embittered the whole of Paul’s life and added the 
heaviest care of all to the anxieties with which he was 
already burdened. 

Soon after the meeting at Jerusalem, Peter travelled 
down to Antioch in Syria, the centre of the new 
mission to the Gentiles. According to the Acts, a 
Christian congregation had been established in this 
important commercial city, with its great export trade 
to the west, some time before Paul’s arrival, by a few 
brethren who had found their way thither during the 
Jewish persecution. The little church had rapidly 
increased in numbers, and Peter found all the 
members living in the full freedom of the Pauline 
communities; Jewish customs had been abandoned, 
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and all partook of the Lord’s Supper together with- 
out feeling any scruples. Peter did as the others 
without any hesitation. He eat that which, accord- 
ing to Jewish ideas, was unclean, with men that were 
unclean, just because he was convinced that not the 
keeping of the law, but faith in Jesus, the Messiah, 
saves and makes clean. This did not last long 
however. Once again messengers came from Jeru- 
salem, despatched by James, to stop this increasing 
disregard of the law once for all. Such had not 
been his intention when he held out the right hand 
of fellowship to Paul. It had never entered into his 
head that the Jews, too, should live without the law. 
They were to consider themselves bound by the law 
—irrevocably bound. There was to be no faltering 
on this point, even at the cost of the unity of Christ- 
endom. James was more powerfully influenced by 
old instincts and inherited customs than by the new 
spirit. He shuddered at the thought of eating things 
strangled, or blood, or the flesh of swine. James’ 
unbending resolution made a great impression upon 
Peter. Weak natures are always inclined to go back 
to the old when their attempts at compromise fail in 
face of the stern requirements of actual life. And 
this was what Peter did in the present instance. He 
withdrew himself, and no longer took part in the 
Lord’s Supper. But his example was attended by 
very important consequences. All the Jewish Chris- 
tians, and even Barnabas, followed him. Paul was 
left alone with his Gentiles. 

Then came a sudden outburst of wrath. His life- 
work was now at stake, and he was not inclined to 
risk all that he had done for the sake of the peace of 
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mind of a man who either did not know or did not 
want to know the real meaning of his actions. 
Whether Paul really called Peter and Barnabas 
hypocrites before the assembled congregation, we do 
not know. He does so in the Epistle to the Galatians, 
and says that he told Peter before them all, in order 
to bring home to him the full meaning of what he 
had done: “If you who are a Jew live (as you have 
been doing all this time) after the manner of the 
Gentiles and not as the Jews, how can you compel 
the Gentiles to live as do the Jews?” What Peter 
had done was really tantamount to the exercise of 
compulsion ; for his refusal to eat any longer with 
Gentile Christians was equivalent to saying that he 
would in future only consider them as fellow-Chris- 
tians when they conformed to the law. And surely, 
said Paul, that contradicts Peter's inmost con- 
victions: “ We are by nature Jews, and not ‘sinners 
of the Gentiles’; but as we have recognised that a 
man is justified not by works of the law, but by 
faith in Christ Jesus, so we too have believed in Christ 
Jesus, that we might be justified by faith in Christ, 
and not by the works of the law, for by the works of 
the law ‘shall no flesh be justified.’ ” 

Paul means, if the law were necessary, they might 
just as well have remained Jews; but it was just 
because they had recognised the insufficiency of the 
law for salvation that they had come to believe. But 
_if they were now to set up the law again as the 
measure of a man’s Christianity, then they would 
actually make Jesus to be an agent of “sin” in the 
legal sense: “ If, while we seek to be justified by . 
Christ, we ourselves were found to be ‘sinners’ (and 
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if this legal sense of sin were the right one), would not 
Christ be an agent of sin? God forbid: (and yet I 
should be forced to accept this conclusion). For if I 
rebuild the nen things I pulled down, I prove myself 

a ‘transgressor ’ (in my former actions). 

“Through the law I became dead to the law in 
order to live for God. I have been crucified with 
Christ. So it is no longer 1 that live: it is Christ 
that lives in me. But so far as I still live in the flesh, 
I live by faith in the Son of God who loved me and 
gave Himself for me. 

“JT do not set aside the grace of God. Why, if 
righteousness could come through the law, then 
Christ died for nothing.” ' 

So entirely was Paul carried away by his own 
words, that he forgot the situation from which they 
arose, and has not recorded Peter’s answer to this 
accusation, inspired at once by pain and anger, but 
full also of the victorious certainty of faith, nor do 
we know the further consequences. We can only 
conjecture that one such must have been the breach 
between Paul and Barnabas. At least Paul went on 
his way alone henceforth. The Acts does, it is true, 
account for the separation between the two com- 
panions by a quarrel about Barnabas’s nephew,’ just 
as great questions of principle are to this day trans- 
formed into petty personal disputes in the Roman 
Catholic Church. It seems to us to be not only true 
to fact, but more honourable, to suppose that their 
old connection was sundered because of some vital 
difference of opinion rather than on account of some 
trivial personality. 


1 Gal. ii, 11-21. 2 Acts xv. 35-39. 
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But -henceforth Paul turned his steps in another 
direction. He took, as we have already seen, the 
road to Europe. And henceforth his opponents 
dogged his steps in order to alienate his converts. 
He had to fight a double action. The enemy 
attacked him from within and from without. 

To pursue this struggle in detail would mean tran- 
scribing the greater part of the apostle’s letters; there 
is scarce a page without some note of attack or 
defence. One point remains uncertain to the end, 
and that is the part played by the twelve in this 
contest. There is of course the party of Peter at 
Corinth,’ but there is nothing to justify us in identi- 
fying it with Paul’s outspoken opponents, who 
systematically endeavoured to undermine his reputa- 
tion. Nor is it any more certain whether Paul is 
thinking of the disciples of Jesus when he sarcastically 
speaks on one occasion of certain “ eminent apostles.” ” 
It does not appear to me to be even probable. 
What is certain is that the apostle’s opponents, who 
plotted and caballed in all his congregations, managed 
somehow or other to cover themselves with the name , 
of the twelve, and referred—and thus far at least with 
perfect justice—to James as their authority. Of this 
we have abundant proof both in the Epistle to the 
Galatians* and in both Epistles to the Corinthians. 

The position of affairs was critical. In Galatia 
part of the congregation had suffered themselves to 
be circumcised and had begun to observe festivals. 
At Corinth the Judaisers sowed an evil seed of mis- 
trust between the apostle and his congregation. 
The complete rupture often appeared to be merely a 

1 1 Cor. i. 12. 2°2 Cor-xi. 15: 8 Galeiis 6: 
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question of time. ‘To the very end, even during his 
captivity, they tried to upset his work. In as late a 
letter as that to the Philippians, Paul is roused to an 
angry outburst against the dogs who trust in their 
flesh, z.e. their circumcision, “their concision,”’ their 
mutilation. He has to complain too that they appear 
indeed as preachers of the Gospel,’ but their motives 
are not single, they are animated by party-spirit, 
their aim is to render his bonds more galling and to 
estrange his converts from him even while he himself 
is a prisoner.? It was on some such occasion that 
Paul uttered the well-known words: “ In one way or 
another, either with or without a pretext, Christ is 
being made known, and thereat I rejoice.”* Those 
are not the words, however, of a mild and placable 
temper, they are hard words of the severest condem- 
nation, and are altogether in harmony with the tone 
which he usually employs towards these people. 

On both sides the contest was pursued in an 
extremely bitter spirit: neither of the two parties 
understood his opponent’s true motives, neither tried 
to do the other justice. It was not of the Judaisers 
but of the Jews that Paul said, “ They are eager for 
God’s honour, but their knowledge is not equal to 
their zeal.”° Of the Judaisers he spoke very differ- 
ently. He called them liars and slanderers, workers 
of mischief, going about to ensnare men’s souls. It 
must be owned that their manner of action, especially 
at Corinth, was characterised by subterfuge and 
deceit. And the apostle’s faults—the voleanic out- 
bursts of his violent temper—however blamable they 

1 SEhik ith, 2 seus sili: 19; 2° Phil) i: 15 1, 2; 
Seb iile tielss SPhilsiets. > Romxe?: 


THE STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM 233 


may be, can be more easily supported than the low 
and crafty wiles of his opponents. But the whole 
controversy proves that, with all its greatness, with all 
its true heroism, the earliest age of Christianity was 
Just as little the ideal age of the new religion as was 
any other epoch if Christianity is really the religion 
of love. 

In one direction Paul had gone too far, that is, 
with regard to the twelve. He now repaired his 
mistake. At Antioch he had called Peter a hypocrite 
—if not in so many words, at least he made his mean- 
ing clear. Later, too, hard words about the “ pillars ” 
escaped him when he had been sore wounded by the 
hatred of the people who referred to them as their 
authority. And yet he never wearied in collecting 
money for the poor at Jerusalem; nor were the 
slanderous accusations which his opponents directed 
against him because of this very thing, of any avail 
in turning him from his purpose. He was always 
ready to acknowledge the precedency of the mother 
church and its apostles in religious matters, and asked 
_his congregations to think of that church with 
reverence and with love.’ And finally, he staked his 
life and lost it for the sake of peace with the apostles 
and to obtain their support. For he went up again 
to Jerusalem not only to hand over the collection, 
but surely also to consult with them once more. 
One of his companions has described this journey for 
us, and tells us * how at Tyre and in Cesarea, Christian 
prophets tried to induce Paul, in the name of the 
Holy Ghost, not to go up to Jerusalem. Paul then 
stayed seven days at Tyre. And after all he went 
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up again, as he had done eleven years before. He 
knew what awaited him. 

But one thing he did not know. The twelve had in 
the meantime issued a decree annulling the concordat 
of Jerusalem. They laid down certain conditions 
regulating the intercourse of Jewish Christains with 
Gentiles. They were to abstain from meat offered 
to idols, from things strangled, from blood (7.e. from 
the meat of beasts not killed in accordance with 
Jewish rites), and from fornication. It was only 
now that Paul heard of this decree.’ Are we to 
understand the word “fornication” of sexual im- 
morality? If so, the apostle was grossly insulted. 
It might certainly signify marriage within the pro- 
hibited degrees, and it is perhaps more natural to 
take it in this sense when we observe that all the 
other prohibitions regard the ceremonial and not the 
moral law. Or we can suppose the apostles to have 
intended both things at once, for this is the meaning 
of the Old Testament passage, of which they were 
probably thinking when they wrote.” But in this 
case, and it is the most probable, moral and _ cere- 
monial wrongdoing are again placed side by side, 
“fornication” and “blood.” Did not the twelve 
thereby appear to give colour to his adversaries’ 
constant accusation that in opposing Judaism he 
taught the licentiousness of heathenism ? 

In reality this decree was just another attempt at 
compromise. ‘The apostles had so far kept to the 
concordat—they had said nothing of circumcision 
or the keeping of the whole law. All that they 
asked for apparently was just a little concession. 


1 Acts xxi. 25. ' 2 Levit. xviii. 
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But for all that a great stride back to Judaism had 
been taken. Now that the decree had been issued, 
no longer that man was pure who had a pure 
heart, but he who eat no meat sacrificed to idols 
or things strangled: the weak had won a victory 
in a matter of principle too, and had dragged down 
Christianity in this point—as they do wherever they 
triumph—to the level of the earlier development 
of religion. 

If everything happened as the Acts continues to 
narrate-—and it is our only source—then Paul sub- 
mitted without saying a word, he even took upon 
himself a Nazarite vow and sacrifices’ in order that 
all Judaisers might know that they had been mis- 
informed about him, and that he himself walked in 
accordance with the law.” If he did that, and if 
while doing so he was seized in the temple, then 
his end was in truth a tragic one, and he died not 
without his own fault in the highest sense of the 
word. If he did that, then once again he had wished 
to become a Jew unto the Jews,’ from a false love 
of peace and in order to save his work. But this 
was no longer the time for compromise. If, on 
the other hand, we refuse to believe the apostle 
capable of such weakness, then we can dispute the 
authenticity of the passage on historical or literary 
grounds. The Acts is no source of the highest 
order. 

One thing is certain. ‘The Paul who stood before 
the altar at Jerusalem with shorn locks and the 
offerings of the Nazarite in his hands, is not the 
man who influenced the course of history. The 

1 Numb. vi. 2 Acts xxi. 24. 3 1 Cor. ix. 20. 
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Paul who lives in history is he who, eleven years 
earlier, won a victory in this same town for freedom 
from the law and for the Christ in us, who hence- 
forth proclaimed the religion of the pure heart and 
the new birth. It is he who has made his way from 
victory unto victory throughout the world, after 
saving Christianity in that decisive hour: for by 
carrying the twelve away with him, and moving 
them to acknowledge his Gentile Christians as true 
Christians, and to forego insisting upon circum- 
cision and the observance of the law, he hindered 
the new religion from descending to the stage of 
the old natural legal religion, and preserved it from 
absorption into Judaism. However urgently rigorous 
Judaists might insist upon circumcision and the law, 
they were annulled for the great body of Christen- 
dom, and so they remained. Some uncertainty still 
attached to the lawfulness of certain articles of food, 
and it was only gradually overcome, and not every- 
where in the same manner. Here, as in the sacra- 
ments and dogmas of the Church, a postern gate 
remained open by which the earlier religion would 
enter in. But we owe so much to this controversy 
with the Judaisers, that we ought still to be grateful 
for it to this day. By their attacks Paul was com- 
pelled to write his clearest, his most important 
epistles, such as those to the Galatians and Romans, 
he was forced to describe himself and his life in the 
second Kpistle to the Corinthians as he would never 
have done otherwise. 

To this controversy alone we are indebted for 
the clear picture that we get of Paul in history. 
Still more, if Christianity again and again finds 
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weapons in Paul’s words wherewith to fight for its 
freedom against every kind of legality, works or 
dogmas, then it has to thank this same controversy 
for them. Nor must we forget a by-product of 
the struggle—the introduction of Christianity into 
Europe. 


THE FOUNDER OF THE CHURCH. 


CHAPTER XVI. 
FREEDOM AND SCRUPULOSITY. 


Never did Paul treat the Judaisers as “weak 
brethren,” that is, as men who were unable to rise 
to the true conception of Christian freedom merely 
from scrupulosity and timid fear. They never pre- 
tended to be such either. They prided themselves 
on the privileges they had inherited from the fathers, 
on the law and circumcision. And yet there can be 
no doubt that amongst them too there was a certain 
admixture of scrupulosity. They shuddered at the 
thought of eating the flesh of swine or ‘blood.’ 
It was a revulsion which had become natural by an 
abstention which had lasted for centuries. But here 
Paul felt only too clearly that the question at stake 
was the reversion of Christianity to the stage of the 
old religion, with all its attendant train of misery. 
Hence he remained firm and resolute until perhaps 
those days before his imprisonment at Jerusalem. 

His attitude towards another group in his con- 
gregations was somewhat different. These were the 
people who, for reasons of conscience, abstained from 
meat offered to idols, or indeed from meat in general. 


The decree of the twelve forbade the use of meat 
238 
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offered to idols; but if we examine the passages in 
the first Epistle to the Corinthians, in which Paul 
treats of this question, we shall find that it was not 
a Judaising scruple with which he was there dealing. 
The reason of the abstention of the “weaker 
brethren” was the sacramental conception of the 
sacrifice as of a blood-bond with the deity: they 
were afraid of entering into a mysterious but real 
relation with the demons, of becoming their “ fellows,” 
and thus submitting body and soul to their influence. 
“There are some who, by reason of their previous 
custom, still eat meat offered to idols as such, and 
their conscience being weak, is thereby defiled.” * 

There are other “weak brethren” whom we meet 
with in Rome.’ ‘They eat vegetables, z.e. they eat no 
meat and they drink no wine. To eat meat or to 
drink wine is to put a stumbling-block in their way. 
They are strict vegetarians. Here, too, they observe 
certain festivals as holidays. 

Asceticism of every kind —sexual abstinence, 
vegetarianism, and teetotalism—is probably as old as 
humanity, as old as the pleasures of which it is the 
negation. There are times, however, in which it 
becomes a very mighty power. ‘They are not the 
healthiest times in the history of humanity. When- 
ever reactionary ascetic tendencies set in with primeval 
power, you will be sure to find that it is an age of 
the most unbridled pleasure-seeking in which the 
seeds of decadence are being sown. Such times, in 
which old andmarks are shifted and the faith of a 
former generation abandoned, in which the lust for 
enjoyment seizes mankind like a kind of frenzy, and 
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in which those sections of society which set the 
example to the rest fling themselves headlong into 
the delirious pursuit of luxury, are always characterised 
by that almost morbid craving for purity and that 
passive rapture of the soul which are the products 
of asceticism and its constant attendant mysticism. 
It is a difficult matter at such times to keep to the 
path of a healthy natural life. Not only whole 
nations, but individuals too, are enticed from the 
narrow way over into the magic gardens of pleasure 
or into the mysterious deserts of asceticism. It is a 
matter of comparative indifference how people justify 
asceticism in any particular age, compared with the 
physiological and psychological conditions which are 
its real source. 

The age of the Roman Empire was a time in 
which the magic plant of asceticism and mysticism 
was bound to flourish more magnificently than ever 
before, for scarcely ever had mankind lived more 
consciously in and for luxury than during that epoch. 
A violent ascetic tendency seized hold of Christianity 
at a very early date—mystic it had already been ever 
since the day of Pentecost, since the ‘“‘ Resurrection ” 
of Jesus. 

Paul himself was unmarried, and held a decided 
belief in the superior purity of the single state, 
though his feelings were natural enough for him to 
recommend a man to marry * who found that celibacy 
involved a hard struggle. He never noticed that by 
taking up this position he was placing himself on 
exactly the same footing as the people whom he 
elsewhere calls the “ weak brethren,” and he failed to 
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notice it, because what presented itself in the first 
instance as scrupulosity, appeared in his own case as 
a special gift of God. But this frame of mind, this 
scrupulosity, prevailed to a very great extent in the 
earliest age of Christianity, and those who were 
affected by it were the very last people to look upon 
it as such. To them it meant holiness, purity, and 
power. It was only in the case of abstinence from 
meat that they themselves possibly gave as their 
reason the fear of polluting themselves with the 
soul of the animal which they might eat with the 
meat. However strange it may appear to us, the 
Jewish custom of eating only the meat of such 
animals as had been killed in accordance with ritual 
prescriptions—meat that is entirely without blood— 
may be traced back to the belief that the blood is 
the soul or contains the soul. And to eat the souls 
of other creatures causes a man to be “ possessed ” 
by these souls, to be polluted spiritually. So at 
bottom vegetarianism was at that time based upon 
the same idea that led men to abstain from eating 
meat offered to idols and “blood.” Wine too, 
according to ancient ideas, is the dwelling-place of 
the god of wine, who makes a man to be “full of 
the god” in intoxication; with this god one is 
polluted when one quaffs one’s wine, and in drinking 
one becomes his servant. Such are the thoughts 
which justified asceticism at that time—at present its 
justification is sought elsewhere: but its real founda- 
tion lies in those psychical conditions which we have 
just examined. For a proof that we have rightly 
described the thoughts and feelings of that age, we 


need but turn to the description of John the Baptist 
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in St Luke,! and to the account of James the Just 
in Hegesippus, to which we have already alluded, and 
which runs as follows: “This man was holy from his 
mother’s womb. He drank no wine nor [other] 
strong drink, nor did he eat anything that lives [2.e. 
meat]. No razor came upon his head, nor did he 
anoint himself with oil nor use the bath [his horror 
of civilisation goes so far that he condones dirt}. 
He alone was allowed to enter into the temple [at 
Jerusalem ] for he wore no woollen, but linen garments 
only. And he was wont to go into the temple 
alone, and used to be found prostrate on his knees, 
and asking forgiveness for the people, so that his 
knees grew hard and worn like a camel’s, because 
he was ever kneeling and worshipping God and 
asking forgiveness for the people.” Even if this 
picture drawn of St James’s life does not entirely 
correspond with reality, it shows us the ideal of the 
Christian life which prevailed in certain sections, and 
on what it was founded. Here we have the roots of 
monasticism. 

These ascetic tendencies were neither so pro- 
nounced nor so vigorous in Paul’s time—neither at 
Corinth, where they abstained only from meat 
offered to idols, nor at Rome, where they eat no 
meat at all—as they came to be in a later age: but 
they constituted a serious danger for the peace 
and the unity of the Church. For the ascetics 
were opposed by just as strong a party which did 
not intend to be robbed of its freedom. These 
people took their stand on the right principle that 
nothing external, no food or drink, can make a man 

1 Luke i. 15. , 
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clean or unclean. But they imagined themselves 
to be justified thereby not only in calling the 
others the “weaker brethren,” but also in despising 
them because of their weakness. They felt them- 
selves to be those who “had knowledge,” they were 
“the free.” On the other hand, the “ weak brethren” 
were not only “caused to stumble,” 7.e. they did 
not only run the risk of falling away again from 
Christianity because it seemed to them to mean 
licence and to involve fellowship with demons and 
the souls of brutes, but they “judged” the strong 
and thereby only made the breach the worse. The 
weaker brethren were to a certain extent justified, 
not merely by the beliefs of the age, but also 
by the fact that the sacrificial feasts were not 
altogether models of propriety. Their religious 
scruples were, therefore, fortified by moral considera- 
tions. The “strong” naturally wanted to show 
that they could remain strong in the worst  sur- 
roundings and amid the severest temptations. It 
was only in the second century that the danger 
of a schism in Christianity, in consequence of these 
two conflicting tendencies, really became urgent. 
Paul, however, clearly foresaw the danger, and tried 
to avert it with a firm hand without pressing too 
hardly upon the people to whom it was due. 

As a matter of principle he is on the side of the 
strong, who have the right knowledge. He knows 
that there are no gods, and that therefore the meat 
offered to them is as other meat. In spite of this 
theory he did of course waver on this point, 
together with all his contemporaries. The gods 
and their idols are, he says, nothing, 2.¢. they, are 
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impotent spirits. And yet he believed that behind 
the idols there were the demons to whom the sacrifice 
was really offered, and with whom one came into con- 
tact through the sacrifice. ‘That is why he absolutely 
forbade participation in the sacrifices themselves— 
for fear of the demons. But in other respects he had 
overcome this fear, and in the first Epistle to the 
Corinthians he quotes the Old Testament passage, 
“The earth is the Lord’s, and all that is in it,” to quiet 
the consciences of those who were afraid of defile- 
ment; and in the Epistle to the Romans he has that 
fine saying, inspired by the true spirit of freedom: 
“IT know and am persuaded in the Lord Jesus that 
nothing is unclean in itself.”' Here we have a clear 
recognition of the new Christian conception of holi- 
ness and a distinct expression of our right relation to 
nature and all the life of nature. 

And yet Paul demands the renunciation of this 
freedom for the sake of the weak. It never entered 
into his mind that a limit could be drawn here as in 
the case of the Judaisers. In the course of his argu- 
ment we come across many sentences that enable us 
to realise very clearly how deeply pious a man Paul 
was, and what a fine moral sense he possessed. He 
even ventured to enunciate the principle that was 
fraught with so many consequences: “If what I eat 
makes my brother run the risk of losing his faith, I 
will never eat meat again.” The only demands Paul 
made upon the weak brethren were that they should 
not judge uncharitably or consider their brother as 
lost because he exercised his freedom. Evidently 
he believed that it would be an easier matter to 
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get the strong to forego their liberty than to obtain 
from the weak a gradual expansion into the freedom 
of the strong. 

He bases his demands upon a series of religious 
thoughts. God is the judge of all Christians. One 
brother is not to judge the other. Christ alone is 
our Lord. One brother is not to wish to be lord 
of another’s conscience. But again, let no one put a 
stumbling-block in the way of another’s faith, for 
Christ died for the believer. You have been bought 
with a price, you dare not go through the world in 
light-hearted indifference. And finally: the Kingdom 
of God, the Christian’s foremost care, is. more than 
the question of meat and drink, of enjoyment or 
asceticism, of vegetarianism or abstinence, it is 
righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost.’ 

He supports his argument by moral considerations. 
Love comes before “knowledge.” Knowledge—by 
itself—puffeth up. Love edifieth, builds up the char- 
acter of a man and improves his surroundings.” He 
that does not “know that,” has no real “ knowledge ” 
as yet. ‘True, all things are lawful, but all things are 
not expedient ; it is not everything that edifies. Let 
no man seek his own good, but that of his neighbour. - 

There is already a strong ecclesiastical flavour in 
some of these admonitions. Give none _ offence, 
neither to Jews nor Greeks.? Have the honour of 
your church at heart. But as yet the harsh note of 
ecclesiasticism is softened by the religious accom- 
‘paniment: It is God’s honour which is concerned 
with your thus living without giving offence,* and it 

1 Rom. xiv. 17. 2° 1 Cor.-vill, 1, seq: 
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is for your brothers’ good, that they may not be lost. 
And above all it is important to notice, in view of 
the origin of the church, that just as the twelve did 
in his absence, so now Paul imposes an ecclesiastical 
regulation concerning food upon his congregations, 
and so he becomes the originator of an ecclesiastical 
custom. In doing so he makes no mention of the 
supposed decree of Jerusalem which, according to 
Acts xv., was already in existence—a new proof that 
that chapter does not give us a true account of what 
actually took place at that conference. Paul regu- 
lates his converts’ life quite independently. No one 
is to take part in a sacrificial feast, 7.c. in the heathen 
sacrifice itself. But as to the eating of meat in 
general, he says: ‘“ Kat anything that is sold in the 
meat market without making inquiries [where the 
meat has come from] ‘for conscience’ sake’ [as the 
scrupulous say], ‘for the earth is the Lord’s, and the 
fulness thereof.’ If one who is not a Christian 
invites you to his house and you care to go, eat all 
that is put before you without asking questions [as 
to whether it is meat offered to idols], ‘ for conscience’ 
sake.’ But if anyone should say to you: ‘This has 
been offered in sacrifice to an idol,’ then do not eat 
it, both for the sake of him who calls your attention 
to the fact [whether he be a heathen who wants to 
see what you will do, as a Christian, or a weak 
brother who wants to keep you from sin] and for 
conscience’ sake. I do not mean your own conscience, 
but that of the other.” ? 

In drawing up these regulations, the apostle 
appears to have been moved by three considerations : 

1 1 Cor. x. 25=29, 
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1. The church is to respect the individual’s personal 
convictions. Paul does not wish to pass an Act of 
Uniformity. No Christian is to be oppressed by any 
law, he is to have liberty of conscience. But the new 
law of love is to make a man ready to give up his 
freedom for the sake of his brother or the church’s 
honour. 

2. Paul will have a strong barrier put up against 
the old religion. There is to be a hard and fast line 
separating Christians from heathen festivals. 

3. But at the same time he wishes to avoid every 
unnecessary breach, in the case of invitations, e.g. 
and unnecessary talk about the matter, and to enable 
his converts to enjoy the society of their friends and 
social intercourse as before. A quiet, peaceable life 
in the world, that was the thought which inspired 
Paul’s action in the present instance, and it has been 
the mainspring of much ecclesiastical policy at all 
times. 

Paul’s regulations for his church were exceedingly 
broad and liberal. But unfortunately he failed to 
see that, just as the Judaisers had done, so now these 
‘“¢ weaker brethren ” threatened to degrade Christianity 
to a lower stage of religious development, in which 
the mark of true Christianity would no longer be 
the clean heart but ‘clean food.” He did not set 
himself against the “judging” of the brothers de- 
cidedly enough, and his demand for an unconditioned 
renunciation of freedom for the sake of the weak 
“brother goes too far. In the end it is equivalent to 
an abandonment of Christianity itself. 

One of the most interesting conflicts in the early 
church centred round this question. ‘The solution 
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arrived at by the church, which was exposed more 
and more to the ascetic tendencies of imperial Rome, 
was a very imperfect one. The “weaker brethren” 
became holy monks, and the “strong” second-rate 
Christians, who continued to live in the world. After 
all, the “judging” of the weak has turned out to be 
stronger in the long run than the strong. 
Things were only set right when Luther came. 
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CHAPTER XVII. 
ENTHUSIASM AND AposToLIcCAL WorsHIP. 


Far greater dangers than those which arose from 
the contrast between the “strong” and the “weak ” 
brethren threatened the young church from the 
“ Holy Ghost” Himself, her founder. The strong, no 
doubt, ascribed their strength and their freedom to 
the Holy Ghost, and the weak justified their striving 
after purity and holiness by the fact that they were | 
called to be His vessels. But the Holy Spirit’s chief 
sphere of action in the eyes of the new converts was 
divine worship. 

Unless he were already familiar with the scene, 
the visitor to an early Christian service can scarcely 
fail to have been powerfully affected. He must 
have been carried away by much that he saw, 
but much must have struck him as strange and 
unusual. The people in that bare room, some 
standing, others on their knees, were evidently 
deeply stirred. You could see that something 
was fermenting and working in them—something 
living that wished to come to the light. You 
could see that every one of those assembled “had 
a psalm, a teaching, a revelation, a ‘tongue,’ an 
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interpretation.”* And whereof the heart was full 
the mouth bubbled over in sighs and _hallelujahs, 
in singing and in speaking, in admonition, in con- 
solation, and in prayer. Now and again the 
scene was one of wildest ecstasy. ‘They are full 
of new wine”: it was not mockers alone who thus 
described it.” *‘ A stranger would think you were all 
mad”: such is Paul’s own comment’ on an assembly 
where all spoke with tongues. 

Some indeed there are, souls in tune with the mighty 
hidden forces in man, greater than his conscious life, 
stronger than inborn feelings of shame and the natural 
shrinking from open, public profession and confession ; 
such will be deeply moved by the stammering words, 
the broken exultation, by the amens and hallelujahs 
which merely inspire others with feelings of mocking 
and aversion. Paul understood these feelings of 
antipathy as well, and therefore he warned his con- 
gregations not to practise the speaking of tongues 
too often or in too great numbers ;-they should rather 
exercise the gift of prophecy, the gift of inspiring, 
intelligible speech. Even strangers, and those who 
entirely lacked miraculous gifts, would be mightily 
moved and affected by such prophecy if they entered 
the assembly. Standing there full of expectation, 
they would listen to the clear and powerful words 
uttered with the instinctive certainty of men that had 
suffered and wrestled and yearned, the deepest secrets 
of their hearts would be laid bare, and then they would 
fall prostrate and confess, “'Truly, God is in you.” ‘ 
That was no mere empty phrase. Paul spoke from 

1 1 Cor, xiv. 26, ZO ACIS hs: 
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his own experience. Just as certainly as some said, 
mocking, “They are full of new wine,” so others 
confessed “They are full of God.” It is the answer 
of the human soul to the powerful impressions made 
by such an early Christian service. 

But this mighty enthusiasm, this certain conviction 
that they were immediate instruments of the Holy 
Ghost, that they were able to proclaim and to 
interpret revelations of God, and that irresistible 
impulse to confession, praise, and prophecy, implied 
two distinct categories of dangers, caused alike by 
the contents and the outer form of these services. 

The first danger was this, that Christian worship 
should degenerate into bacchanalian orgies. It was 
incalculable what would take place in the ecstatic 
frenzy of the speaking with tongues. Was not Paul 
obliged to declare expressly, in answer to a question 
of the Corinthians, that if any one called out “ Cursed 
be Jesus,” the Holy Ghost was no longer present, 
but some demon was at work.’ If words such as 
these were uttered, what else cannot have taken 
place? And that such curses on Jesus can have 
been pronounced, no one will doubt who knows 
how, in ecstatic states and in dreams, it is just 
the subterranean, the forcibly repressed life of the 
soul, that breaks forth in mighty surges. But even 
supposing that merely something similar took place, 
it implied a terrible state of things, and the danger 
was great enough. Nor were the dangers for the 

“moral life involved in these spiritual gifts less great: 
hence came vanity and squabbles between those that 
wanted to speak; hence the exaggerated importance 

11 Cor, xii. 3, 
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attached to the channels of the religious life, the 
modes of its manifestation, and the depreciation of 
simple morality. These are features which are 
commonly found in all forms of revivalism. Paul's 
congregations at Corinth and elsewhere formed no 
exception. 

The second category of dangers is connected with 
the first, only it depends rather on the contents of the 
new religion. These “ perfectionists,” the “ spiritual ” 
in the special sense, did not only divide the church 
into parties, but caused Christianity to incur the 
danger of losing its Founder. Parties began to be 
formed at Corinth named after Paul, Apollos, and 
Peter; we have traces of the use of the name of 
Christ as the watchword of a fourth party.’ 

As the corrective of both dangers, Paul emphasised 
the supremacy of Jesus. Whoever in an ecstatic 
state no longer calls Jesus his Master, is possessed by 
a devil. Whoever divides the body of Christ, making 
either Paul himself or any other apostle the head of 
a faction, sins against the Church of God, the body 
of Christ, the temple of the Holy Ghost: “ Know 
ye not that ye are God’s temple, and the Spirit of 
God dwelleth in you. If anyone destroys the 
temple of God [through strife or party-faction] him 
will God destroy. For the temple of God is holy, 
and that is what you are. ... Let no one then 
boast in men, for all things are yours: Paul, Apollos, 
Kephas, the world, life, death, the present, the future 
—all are yours, but ye are Christ’s, and Christ is 
God’s.”* Even the apostles, who unite all spiritual 
gifts in themselves, are but teachers and servants of 

U1 Corsi 212: 2 1 Cor. iii, 16-23, 
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God’s people, they are there for the good of the 
Church, they are stewards of God’s mysteries. But 
Jesus Christ is much more; He is the foundation 
of the whole building, the foundation laid once for 
all that abides for ever.!. Jesus, the Lord, and the 
Church of God; these are the two great rocks against 
which the waves of an enthusiastic “ perfectionism,” 
which engulfs all else, shall dash in vain. 

In another place the apostle goes beyond the 
unity of the Church of God and founds his argument 
on the unity of its great spiritual possessions, in order 
to show the baselessness of this strife and disorder 
amongst the possessors of spiritual gifts. «There are 
diversities of gifts, but there is one and the same 
Spirit ; there are diversities of ministries, but one and 
the same Lord; there are differences of effects, but 
one and the same God, who worketh all in all.” ? 

And then he sets himself sternly against every 
form of pride, every kind of boasting about especial 
gifts. The several limbs in the body of Christ are 
not to exalt themselves the one above the other, or 
think little of each other ; each is of equal importance, 
and therefore each is to render its meed of service. 

From this he turns to the deepest and tenderest 
thoughts in the course of his argument against that 
arrogant reliance on an extraordinary piety, a pre- 
tended perfectness. Higher than all the gifts of the 
Spirit is the highest gift of all—Love. To love he 
then sings his Song of Songs in the thirteenth chapter. 

‘First in sharp contrast with the extraordinary gifts : 
If I could speak with the tongues of men and of 
angels, if I had prophecy and faith so that I could 
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remove mountains, if my religious enthusiasm ex- 
tended to the complete sacrifice of all my goods, 
even of life itself—and I had not simple, loyal love, 
it were all nothing. Religion without morality is 
the most refined form of selfishness known on earth. 
And then, after contrasting love, Paul describes it 
with its claims at once small and yet almighty, so 
that everyone must confess: He that can so love, so 
bear and endure, so work and rejoice, must really 
possess the Holy Ghost, that new great power of the 
soul in all its plentitude. Love must verily be the 
greatest of all spiritual gifts, for it demands the 
greatest strength of all in the petty details of daily 
life. It was of the utmost importance for the 
Christianity of all ages that Paul was enabled to 
state this thought and to drive it home so impres- 
sively. Religious selfishness can find no foothold in 
him. Fanaticism and perfectionism are no true 
children of his. The thirteenth chapter of the first 
Epistle to the Corinthians is of the highest im- 
portance in the history of the Church; it is the 
Magna Charta of a true Christian Church which 
shall possess no other creed but active well-doing, 
and shall know no greater religious power than that 
of love to God and man. We need not point out 
how entirely Paul here speaks after the mind of 
Jesus. 

From this standpoint he determined the aims and 
objects of public worship, and did all he could to 
further them. All that was said and sung should 
conduce to edification. By “ edification ” he does not 
mean a mystical or esthetical state of exaltation, but 
moral growth. He once quite simply calls it by a 
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name which we are not allowed to use in order to 
describe preaching — instruction. He, the great 
mystic, who speaks more than they all with tongues, 
who knows all the transports of ecstasy, and has 
learned all the raptures of worship—he would rather 
speak in the assembly five words, with the under- 
standing, than pour forth a whole flood of ecstatic 
incomprehensibility. Wouldst thou speak with God ? 
—then go into thy chamber. That is the foundation 
of his personal religion too, though it lacked the 
childlike purity of Jesus’ simple and _ austere 
character. 

By the side of these moral principles, Paul laid 
down certain ecclesiastical regulations—the beginnings 
of a liturgy. They are based upon this thought: that 
God is a moral being, and therefore a God of order ; 
therefore let everything be done decently and in 
order.” During a service not more than two or three 
speakers with tongues are to come forward, and one 
of them is afterwards to interpret their unintelligible 
stammering, their singing and their cries of rapture, 
in plain, clear speech. Of the prophets too only two 
or three are to speak at once, the others are to sit 
silent and discern the meaning and value of the pro- 
phecies. And that there be no confusion, if, whilst one of 
the prophets is speaking, another feels driven to speak, 
the first speaker is to sit down at once and be silent. 
This rule appears at first sight rather hard and strange, 
but it is easily explicable, as it was supposed that the 
same Spirit spoke in all His prophets, and that there- 
fore when He chose a new instrument it was a sign 
that the first had to cease to play. It might be 

1 1 Cor. xiv. 19. 2 1 Cor, xiv. 32-40, 
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objected that the speaker who was told to sit down 
felt that he still had something to say. Paul answers: 
«The spirits of the prophets, those ‘ dividings ’* of the 
Holy Ghost, are subject to the prophets, and God is a 
God of order.” < 

This chapter would be incomplete if no mention 
were made of the Holy Communion, or, as it was then 
called, the Lord’s Supper. It was not excessive 
enthusiasm which here caused disorder, strife, and 
jealousy. They were due to the natural passions 
and the deeply rooted vices of the new Christians. 
But if we examine the case a little more closely, we 
shall find that these causes are not mutually exclusive, 
and that at bottom the same psychical causes produced 
the same effects. For enthusiasm in itself is no virtue, 
as Paul observed and stated (1 Cor. xiii.), enthusiasm 
is sanctified only by the object towards which it is 
directed. And the apostle had to address the same 
reproach to the “ spiritualists”»—who would not serve 
in love, but wished to be the lords of others and the 
objects of their admiration—as he had to those who 
turned the Lord’s Supper into a scene of licence and 
wild disorder. Only that here he speaks far more 
sternly, for in this case old vices, pride and drunken- 
ness, were displayed much more openly, though 
perhaps not quite consciously or altogether without 
excuse. 

How was this possible? In order to understand 
how it came about, we must remember that the 
Lord’s Supper had become a sacramental meal. It 
had always been a real meal, as the name “supper” 
indicates, the chief meal of the day, taken towards 

1 Heb. ii. 4. 
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evening. But it must have entirely lost the character 
of a memorial of the death of Jesus at a very early 
date. The Acts—perhaps it is even a passage from 
an older document—says that “the bread was broken 
at home . . . with joy.”’ The words of institution 
_ had, in fact, as we have already seen, been so 
changed by the time of Paul, that they could be 
repeated without thinking of the death of Jesus. 
The passage in which Paul speaks of the Lord’s 
Supper is in many respects so important that we 
must examine it a little more attentively. It runs as 
follows: “To begin with, I hear that when you 
meet in assembly, divisions exist among you, and to 
some extent I believe it; for there must be sects 
among you in order to test those who are really good. 
When you meet therefore it is not possible to celebrate 
a [true] Lord’s Supper; for as you eat, each of you 
makes sure of his own supper first, and so one has too 
little to eat whilst the other has too much to drink. 
Why, surely you are not without houses in which you 
can eat and drink? Or are you trying to show your 
contempt for the church of God and to put the poor 
to shame? What shall I say to you? Shall I praise 
you? In this matter I cannot. or I had from the 
Lord the account which I have handed on to you, that 
our Lord Jesus, in the night in which He surrendered 
Himself to death [perhaps: when he was betrayed] 
took a loaf, and after he had given thanks, he broke it 
and said: ‘This is my body which is [intended] for 
‘you. Do this in memory of me.’ Likewise also the 
cup after supper with the words: ‘This cup is the 
new covenant in my blood: do this as oft as ye drink 


1 Acts ii. 46. 
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it in memory of me. For as often as ye eat this bread 
and drink this cup you proclaim the Lord’s death 
until He comes [=comes again]. Therefore whoso- 
ever eats the bread or drinks the Lord’s cup un- 
worthily, is guilty of a sin against the body and blood 
of the Lord. But let a man examine himself, and 
then let him eat of the bread and drink of the cup. 
For those who eat and drink, eat and drink a 
judgment upon themselves [a judgment of God such 
as Paul sees in the fact he proceeds to refer to, 
that some members of his church at Corinth had 
fallen ill and some had perished] if they do not dis- 
tinguish the body [from an ordinary meal].”* 

We see clearly from this passage that Paul had 
already given the Corinthians the words of institution, 
and yet they continued celebrating the Supper as 
though it were a glad festival, without thinking of the 
death of Jesus. In the words of institution the 
reference is to the body and blood of the ascended 
Lord, the heavenly being, in which one mystically 
participates, and to the new covenant, a member of 
_which one thus becomes. Paul’s only reference to 
the death of Jesus is when he says: ‘‘ Remember that 
Jesus uttered these words in the most solemn moment 
of His life, in the night before His death, therefore your 
frame of mind should be a serious one.” All that 
comes after the words “the night when He was 
betrayed” is mere repetition, and no emphasis is laid 
upon it. ‘Therefore Paul begins again with a ‘ for,” 
which is exactly parallel to the first and has caused 
the commentators a great deal of trouble, just because 
they read a reference to the death of Jesus into the 

Y 1 Cor, xi.128-29, 
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words of institution, whereas Paul simply says: “I 
cannot praise you : for (1) Jesus uttered these words - 
in that terrible night ... ; for (2) in the Lord’s 
Supper you proclaim the death of Jesus.” 

Now in this passage Paul imparted a new character 
to the Lord’s Supper: it is no longer, or no longer 
exclusively, the enjoyment of the heavenly food in 
glad exultation, but a solemn memorial of the death 
of Jesus and a solemn reception of the holy food. It 
is in this connection that we should read the notorious 
sentence about unworthy participation of the Lord’s 
Supper, which, from its mistaken application in con- 
firmation classes and preparation services, has kept 
away in the past more people from,the Lord’s Table 
than all the scepticism in the world. It turned the 
Holy Communion into “ the dreadful sacrifice,” some- 
thing gruesome, something awful, especially for many 
childlike souls. It is surely high time that the text 
should be understood in its original simple sense, and 
that all perverted dogmatic interpretations should be 
left on one side. The unworthy participation of the 
Lord’s Supper in St Paul’s sense is, as is clearly 
evident from the context, solely and simply that wild 
licence that had gradually crept in at Corinth, so that 
the rich and well-to-do did not wait for the poor and 
‘the slaves in order to share with them, but eat for 
themselves, and even went so far as to turn the feast 
into a senseless orgy, becoming guilty of drunkenness 
and not distinguishng the Lord’s body from an 
“ ordinary meal. ‘This is a desecration which the mere 
change in the form of celebration renders impossible 
to-day. 

It is Paul again who took the first steps which re- 
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sulted in this change and created the first liturgical 
-forms. For these are the rules which he finally lays 
down as to the method of celebrating the Lord’s 
Supper: ‘Therefore, my brothers, when you meet 
together to eat the Lord’s Supper, wait for each other. 
If a man is hungry, let him eat at home, so that your 
meetings may not bring a judgment upon you.”? 
The Lord’s Supper is still a supper, but the supper, 
the feast, is no longer the most important part: the 
meaning of the whole ceremony, the solemn words 
that are spoken, force it into the background. 

Here too, therefore, we have our first rubrics by 
the side of the principles which are to regulate the 
conduct of divine worship; though, as in the rest of 
the service, everything is still very vague, and in the 
future more was required to meet the demand for an 
orderly and solemn ceremonial. Centuries, however, 
were still required for the slow development: of those 
great liturgies which are still used in the Roman 
Catholic Church, of which, after all, the liturgies of 
our reformed churches are merely more or less suc- 
cessful modifications. But though a long time was 
needed for the development of a complete liturgy, 
we find a more or less fixed order of service at a 
comparatively early date as a counterpoise to the 
disintegrating tendencies of gnosticism. As early as 
the year 150, the Christian apologist, Justin Martyr, 
gives the Roman emperors a description of divine 
service which he says is widely extended among the 
Christians. In this we no longer find any trace of 
the unhampered speech and action of the congrega- 
tion as distinct from the office-bearers. Every kind 

* 1 Cor. sxi: 33, 
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_ of disorder was henceforth guarded against, but the 


* 


bold trust in the spirit of order had been abandoned. 
Law and custom reigned supreme again. The heavy 
cloud of bureaucracy had settled down upon the 
freest and most spontaneous elements in the Church. 
Gradually the voice of the Spirit came to be no more 
heard in divine worship, but gave way, as once before 
in Judaism, to a holy and venerable liturgy and a 
sacred book. One little compensation was left for 
all the rich and varied life that had vanished—the 
sermon of the priest; and that was but a poor 
compensation, for it was quite exceptional that the 
ordination which, in later times, made the priest, 
imparted the prophet’s gift as well. The want of 
this gift can, it is true, be concealed to a certain 
extent. by practice and training: we can never make 
up for it entirely. Prophet and priest have always 
been opposed to each other, and the history of the 
Christian Church proves no exception to the rule. 
The priest can only reign where he has killed or 
gagged the prophet. 

Even where, as in our reformed churches, sacer- 
dotalism has been purged out, except for a few 
insignificant relics, we have not yet recovered the 
free spontaneous utterance of the heart ; save possibly 
amongst the despised “sects.” The minister, the 
“official,” has taken over a great part of the ‘“‘priest’s” 
work. The “congregation” is for the most part a 
mere figment of the imagination, for the individual 
member has been deprived of the rights of a full- 
grown Christian. Our ecclesiastical polity is sick, 
not merely because we have not yet entirely rid 
ourselves of the remnants of the sacramental concep- 
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tion, such as “ordination,” the clerical dress, and the 
ethics which, in part at least, are supposed to go with 
the dress, but still more because of the spirit of the 
“ official,” the ecclesiastical bureaucracy, from which, 
with the best will in the world, we do not seem to be 
able to emerge. 
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CHAPTER XVIII. 
THe FaItH AND THE WORLD. 


THE greatest danger finally arose for the young faith 
and the new fellowship from the innermost essence 
of its piety. Primitive Christianity is at heart mysti- 
cism and apocalyptic: life in God, in Christ, in the 
Spirit, in the beyond, in the future, not in this present 
world. From this there arises, if not in every case 
a revolutionary, yet certainly an anarchical state of 
mind, a hostility, or at least an absolute contempt 
for “the world,” its goods and its values, its fellow- 
ships and organisations. The apocalyptic dreamer 
has no positive interest in anything in this mundane 
life; he is eager as zealous missionary, only he 
wants to conquer the world as missionary of the 
kingdom that is to come. “For the time that re- 
mains to us is short; meanwhile, let those who have 
wives live as though they had none; those that weep, 
as though they wept not ; those that rejoice, as though 
they rejoiced not. Whoever buys anything, let him 
do so with the conviction that it will not long be his ; 
those who use the world, as using it sparingly. For 
the fashion of this world is passing away.” * 
ND Cor evi 29: 
268 
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With the sure instinct of self-preservation, the 
Roman State opposed itself to the anarchy of the 
new religion, which found a plain symbolical expres- 
sion in the refusal to adore the emperor. He who 
would feel the full glow of the anarchical hopes of 
primitive Christianity, must read the first sacred book 
this religion produced, the Revelation of John, the 
book that once registered the pulse of Christian piety, 
that is nowadays obsolete and forgotten in the Church, 
that has become the book of interpretation of dreams 
to the sectarian and an eagerly handled subject of 
learned research. Let us steep ourselves in the 
marvellous imagery in which this book contrasts the 
State and the young faith with each other: Yonder 
the beast that has power over tribes and peoples and 
tongues and nations, worshipped by the whole world 
and marking the whole world in forehead and hand 
with its mark—and here the Lamb on the Mount 
Zion, with the hundred and forty and four thousand 
sealed, guileless souls, who know no lie, virgins who 
have not defiled themselves with women; there, the 
earth from Asia to Rome strewn with the bleeding 
bodies of the enemies of God—here, the heavenly 
Jerusalem with its golden streets and gates of pearl, 
where the saints walk in blissful peace. And their 
God shall be their light. 

Christianity was all one huge rebellion against the 
State—the State of antiquity, the Roman State; it 
was an anarchy of opinion. Down-trodden humanity 
voiced itself in Christianity with an appeal for de- 
liverance from this State, its wars, and its law. We 
must not make a mistake here. Learned opinion is 
entirely right in attributing such apocalyptic notions 
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to Jewish inheritance, but we must not misunderstand 
or underrate the real though hidden foundation of 
these very ideas. Because life under the State drove 
men to desperation, they became anarchists; and 
because they were respectable people, because their 
criticism of the “ world,” z.c. the State, had its origin 
in their love for the suffering, they did not become 
anarchists in outward deed, anarchists of terrorism, 
but anarchists of faith and hope—apocalyptic anar- 
_chists. The State was to die... . 

And the State must needs die, if even the bare 
principles of the apostle were to be maintained : not 
to marry any longer, not to go to law, because they 
were above the law.’ . . . Itis the same passive attitude 
to which Tatian in the second century, in his “ speech 
to the Greeks” (11), has thus given a typical expres- 
sion: “I will not rule; I do not wish to get rich; I 
disdain to be an official functionary ; I have learned 
to hate unchastity, I am no pirate, I take no trouble 
in striving for a crown, I have put away the thirst for 
glory; death I despise, I feel superior to every sort 
of infirmity, grief does not agitate my soul.” On 
the rock of such an attitude, when it persists unto 
martyrdom and is sincere, the State must needs be 
wrecked as soon as it succeeds in seizing the majority 
of its citizens. Tolstoy has quite rightly seen this, 
just as the Roman emperors and functionaries were 
conscious of it. j 
, But all anarchy wrecks itself. The force of 
organisation is invariably the stronger of the two; 
it will break anarchy sooner than anarchy will 
break it. For in the long run, anarchy either ends 
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in martyrdom or ‘it persists beyond martyrdom and 
unto revolution—and in open fight it is always the 
weaker. Moreover, man’s need of marriage and 
the family, and need of protection for these by a 
superior power—a need that created the State in 
the first instance—is so ineradicable, that no cloistral 
faith and no loathing of its abuse can ever rid the 
world of it. 

How far primitive Christianity may have actively 
worked in its radical negation of things as they were, 
we can now no longer grasp completely, as these 
tendencies are known to us only vaguely through the 
descriptions and the measures of their opponents. 
Among these Paul stands in the front rank. 
With his unerring perception of the powers in 
humanity that make for life and moral value, in 
spite of all his radicalism in principle, he combated 
these manifold currents keenly and openly, as they 
threatened to end by destroying the very life of the 
community. 

But the presence of the heathen world, into which 
the young religion found its way, was yet another 
factor that made for the opposite influence. This 
world did not alone provoke a radical opposition, but 
effected also a gradual accommodating of the new 
religion to the habits, standards, and aims that had 
hitherto been prevalent. However much the con- 
verts might feel themselves to be new creatures, 
they still bore very evident traces of the old Adam 
about with them; and not only did they look for 
their sacraments and their redemption in the new 
religion, but their former habits of other kinds, and 
their pre-Christian justice or morality, was for ever 
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lax and inert. 

In a survey of the various departments of social 
life and of the measures promoted therein by Paul, 
we shall constantly meet with the same underlying 
convictions upon which the apostle’s organisation 
rested. 

The foundation of all social life—marriage—was 
regarded by Paul, in accordance with the ascetic 
tendencies of his day, if not as something to be 
absolutely rejected, yet certainly as of secondary 
importance. “It is good for a man not to touch 
a woman.”* It was not only the expectation of the 
approaching end of the age, and his belief that 
those who married would have trouble in the flesh in 
the time of suffering close at hand,’ that impelled him 
to this general sentence. No; he looks on marriage 
in general only from the sexual point of view, and 
admits that “because of fornication,” z.e. in order to 
avoid it, each man shall have his own wife and each 
wife her own husband. With him there is no 
intrinsic appreciation of marriage. Still, he was 
sternly and decidedly opposed to every extravagance 
of asceticism, particularly to all towrs de force, such 
as were already beginning to be practised in Chris- 
tendom. 

Thus in the first place he strongly advised all those 
who were trying to live ascetically, but who did not 
possess the special gift of grace which Paul was 
enabled to attribute to himself in this matter,* and 
were “burning” in abstinence — rather to marry 

1 1 Cor. vii. 1. 2 1 Cor. vii. 26-28. 
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than to continue the exhausting struggle and so 
perhaps fall into immorality from very exaggeration 
of self-control. Such a danger was indeed specially 
imminent, in cases where the trial of strength in 
sexual abstinence had already begun with the sham 
marriage. The rather vague passage, 1 Cor. vil. 36-8, 
appears to point to the fact that such trials of strength, 
which were of quite common occurrence later, were 
already known to the apostolic age: young men lived 
together with virgins in the most intimate intercourse, 
yet without all sexual enjoyment, trying thereby to 
put to the proof the strength of their morality and to 
tread Satan under foot. Paul attempted to avert the 
perils of such unions, not by enforcing the command- 
ment, but by permitting marriage. Yet he never for 
one moment withheld his opinion, that to lead the 
chaste life in companionship was the higher thing, 
and that marriage was only a makeshift; in such a 
sense marriage was “good,” but the other life was 
wibetter:s 

Things were in a similar state in cases of already 
contracted marriage. Here ascetic tendencies urged 
people to turn the marriages into such as were 
not really consummated, and consequently either the 
same dangers arose, only in lesser degree, 7.e., without 
the risk of public scandal, or strife and hatred were 
engendered where perhaps only one of the contracted 
couple had adopted such ascetic views. It was for 
these reasons that Paul conceded the ascetic life in 
marriage for a season only,’ and only with mutual 
amicable consent, and that he granted one consort 
a moral claim on the other.* The conditions were 
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rather different in mixed marriage, but Paul applied 
the same point of view to them. He simply forbids 
the Christian consort to divorce. And yet there were 
abundant religious ‘scruples. Could that most inti- 
mate communion in which the two become “one 
body,” as Paul says also,’ be allowed to subsist with 
a person over whom the demons had power? Must 
not the Christian contract “ defilement,” must not 
saints become “unclean” through intercourse with 
the “unclean”? It is only necessary to recall to 
mind how strong these ancient animistic associations 
of holiness in sacrifice and sacrament still were, in 
order to enter fully into the horror which the 
Christian consort might feel for the unchristian. 
Paul’s attack is based on these feelings, and on 
the natural love to one’s children, and not on the 
thought of loyal love: “If any brother hath an un- 
believing wife, and she is content to dwell with him, 
let him not leave her. And likewise, if the woman 
hath an unbelieving husband, and he is content to 
dwell with her, let her not leave him. For the 
unbelieving husband is sanctified in the wife, and the 
unbelieving wife is sanctified in the brother; else 
were your children unclean, and now are they holy.”’ 
Here Paul states that the power of the holy is 
greater than the power of the unclean, both terms 
being understood in the sense of natural holiness—as 
men believed in pre-Christian religions. But this 
basis of his opinion was not, after all, the real motive 
that moved him to command continuance in the 
marriage state as a duty, for then indeed it would 
have been tantamount to an approval of mixed 
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marriages generally. ‘This approval, however, Paul 
withheld : a widow may marry “only in the Lord,”* 
2.e. a believer. Moreover, he commanded the 
Christian consort to yield instant assent to a divorce 
proposal from the unbeliever; he did this even in 
opposition to the justifiable missionary zeal of the 
Christian consort, who might still be hoping to win 
the other for the new faith. And here we get at last 
to the ultimate reason upon which all his counsels rest. 
If the unbeliever wishes to separate, let him or her 
do so. The brother or sister, ?.e., believers, are not 
bound in such a case; God has called us that we 
should live in peace. ‘‘ How do you know, O wife, if 
you will save your husband? or how do you know, 
O husband, if you will save your wife?” In fact it 
is only when we have recognised his need of peace 
and quietness, of a peaceable accommodation to the 
world with all possible avoidance of strife and open 
conflict—a moral need, but still more an ecclesiastical 
necessity—it is only when we have recognised all this, 
I say, that we have the key to the inner harmony of 
the commandments of this first Christian legislator. 
And we are amazed to find that the very man 
who is hoping so ardently for the end of the age, 
is able to fit himself to that age so diplomatically. 
Yet very likely—and in this we judge from the 
general tone of all the apostle’s letters — very 
likely his ground motive was not worldly wisdom 
at all, but rather scorn of the world, a feeling that 
it was not worth the trouble to enter the lists 
for such reasons. The progress of the enemy was 
precisely furthered by this attitude of indifference; 
1 1 Cor. vii. 39. 
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it is an experience we have only too much occasion 
to verify. 

In his effort to maintain “ peace,” Paul finally went 
so far in this matter as even to put on one side the 
Master’s words which forbade all divorce. Just as 
Matthew, yielding to a “human” impulse, after- 
wards added to the Master’s prohibition the further 
words, “‘except it be for adultery,” so Paul, with a 
still greater indulgence for the weakness of his 
church members or for their ascetic leanings, not 
only tolerated divorce where the separating consort 
was an unbeliever, but in fact merely required that 
those who were separated should remain unmarried.! 
This concession also was granted, as we can readily 
understand, in the interests of “peace.” Jesus made 
His appeal with a bold confidence in two hard hearts 
who might fancy they could not agree, demanding 
from them repentance and love. And so the trans- 
cendent morality of Jesus already becomes in Paul 
possible ecclesiastical custom, and a practicable ecclesi- 
astical law. 

Only later did the Church, again under the pressure 
of strong ascetic and legal tendencies, bring forward 
and carry through Jesus’ prohibition of divorce. 
But, in turning this from a moral claim into a law of 
ecclesiastical right, the Church committed herself to 
the greatest of falsehoods. or since, in as far as she 
is the Church, 2.e. a compromise, she is constantly 
obliged to allow for the “hardness of your hearts,” ? 
so she is also committed to the untruth of declaring 
invalid, ¢@.e. never truly contracted, any marriage 
whose divorce seems to her to be necessary on social, 

1 1 Cor. vii. 10 seq. 2 Mark x, 5, 
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ecclesiastical, or moral grounds. And thereby the 
Church has plunged marriage into a monstrous in- 
security, however high a value she may pretend to put 
upon it as a sacrament; for no one can be assured of 
the validity of a marriage, z.e. sure of the sacramental 
consecration of the marriage in this church which, 
whenever it seems good to her, can not divorce, but 
declare the marriage never to have been contracted. 
Here, as everywhere else in matters of ecclesiastical 
law, we need a radical change. Ecclesiastical law is 
all made up of one big lie—for it affects to enforce 
and protect morality by means of legislation and thus 
confounds the two, while legislation and Christian 
morals stand on opposite planes. It is one of the 
supremest deserts of the Reformation at the hands 
of humanity, that it recognised this truth. 

Jesus claimed from His disciples renunciation of 
their rights in regard to worldly possessions: “ If any 
man would go to law with thee and take away thy 
tunic, let him have thy cloak also,”—as well as with 
regard to their honour: ‘“‘ Whosoever smiteth thee on 
thy right cheek, turn to him the other also.” A 
commandment which in its consequences would lift 
the whole “world” out of its hinges, for the world 
up to now has enough to do with the preliminary 
process of securing and protecting man in his rights. 
Already in Corinth Paul had to struggle with the old- 
established legal instincts, although the waves of 
enthusiasm beat high: lawsuits about meum and 
tuum were already afoot between members of the 
Chnrch. Paul here certainly did in theory uphold 
the standpoint of Jesus, but he did so in the same 
attenuated form which our contemporary preachers 
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also use: “Nay, already it is altogether a defect in you 
that ye have lawsuits one with another. Why not 
rather let yourselves be wronged? Why not rather 
be defrauded? Instead of this you wrong and defraud 
others yourselves—-yes, even ‘brothers!’”! Yet we 
almost see the apostle’s significant shrug, we almost 
hear his big “But!” and we understand his con- 
sideration for their human “weakness” with which 
he refrains from demanding a renunciation of their 
rights seriously and with a firm regard for principle. 
Here again he is the great founder of the Church: 
“ Yes, even brothers!” and he merely bids Christians 
not to go to law “before the heathen”—and bids 
them be their own judges. They, so soon to judge 
angels, how should they not be able to decide 
between meum and tuum!* To him the worst of all 
is this, and this must be set right at once: the infringe- 
ment of the honour of the Church: “ Brother goeth to 
law with brothers, and that before unbelievers !”> We 
understand the apostle, the motives of his concession, 
and his “at the very least,” very well. But in here 
adapting himself again to circumstances, he lays the 
foundation on which later that huge monument of 
ecclesiastical law, with all its marvellously fine ramifi- 
cations, was built, which conjured up all those 
countless conflicts between State and Church, in 
which the two contending parties were not morality 
and law, but one law against another. And one of 
these laws coming forward with the claim of the 
Eternal and the Divine, must perforce stand in far 
more startling contrast to morality than merely 
“worldly” law, which latter very slowly indeed, but 
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still surely, follows the development of morality and 
allows itself to be transformed by it just because it 
can always remain conscious of its human limita- 
tions and incompleteness, its ministerial character. 

Midway between legislation and the social question 
stood the problems of the emancipation of slaves 
and the emancipation of woman. ‘The later centuries 
before Christ were in Greece and Italy filled with 
party struggles, which took the shape of fierce revolts 
among the enslaved classes and the proletariat. Social, 
democratic, revolutionary, and anarchical tendencies, 
the outcome of economic depression, made themselves 
universally felt and prepared the ground for the 
approaching religions of deliverance, more especially 
too for Christianity, with its mighty social activities— 
which latter, however, had their source in no motives 
of modern spread of culture, but rather in contempt 
of the world. And it is precisely from this same 
source that the peculiar passive position of the young 
religion springs—above all, that of its great apostle—in 
the face of these problems. 

Within the congregation indeed, in as far as it 
regarded itself from a religious point of view, there 
was “neither Jew nor Greek, neither bond nor free, 
no male and female; all are one in Christ.”! The 
ecclesia is one being, one body. And these were not 
hollow words, as they have since become to our ears. 
Paul addresses a very sharp reproof to the rich people 
in Corinth, who kept themselves aloof at the eating 
of the Lord’s Supper, finishing their portion rapidly, 
before the poor and the slaves could arrive from their 
daily work.’ “Despise ye the church of God, or 
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will ye put to shame them that have nothing!” 
Here in very deed all were equal, all were brothers. 

But again, if you were about to deduce a revo- 
lutionary claim from such a faith, Paul sternly cut 
short such radicalism with the words: “ Let each man 
abide in that calling wherein he was called.”' Not for 
one moment did or would Paul ever represent to 
himself the position of moral and religious danger in 
which the slave found himself. Like the Stoics 
he declared, a slave was after the inner man— 
in his language, in Christ—free: as if this were 
true in fact, and not in very many cases a mere 
self-deception! For the slave was really after all a 
thing without any will of his own, whose conscience 
was simply his master’s conscience, who did what 
he was told. 

Clearly as we can everywhere trace a radical 
socialistic revolutionary party in the first centuries 
of Christianity who aimed at freedom for the slave, 
it is admirable to observe how the men of the early 
church invariably managed to prevent the monstrous 
contrast between the religious standing of the slave 
and his actual position, from coming to complete 
manifestation in an open rebellion. We can only 
understand this if we take into account the enthusi- 
asm which lay in the renunciation of “ this world.” 
The proletariat had left off hoping for anything from 
political revolution and social struggles: their souls 
were wholly fixed on the inward life. They had 
learned, the greatest foe to their happiness lay hidden 
in their own hearts, and all their earthly desires were 
swallowed up in the blissful satisfaction of his defeat. 

1 1 Cor. vii; 24. 
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It was an easier fight for the position of woman. 
Here too Paul’s attitude was very conciliatory, and 
he really tried to make his words, “here is no male 
nor female,” a fact for his congregation. He per- 
mitted women, as they wished, to speak in church, 
to pray and to prophesy. when the Spirit came upon 
them; only in so doing they might not lay aside 
the thick veil which concealed the face entirely. 
The reasons adduced for this are of a quite peculiar 
kind. His real reason was a matter of feeling—it 
appeared to him unseemly for a woman to take off 
her veil;' and probably besides this, he dreaded 
calumnious reports about the church assemblies, 
such as became the vogue at a later date. But the 
reason which he reproduces from the Scriptural 
account of creation, namely, that the woman who 
unveils dishonours her head, her husband for whom 
she was created *—and the other reason, “ because of 
the angels,” probably in order not to be a temptation 
for them, or not to risk falling a prey to their 
“authority,” she was to wear “authority” or a 
counter-charm on her head *—all this, with its rab- 
binical flavour, makes a very singular impression. 
And Paul was apparently himself conscious that his 
feeling had more to do with this than his logic, and 
thus in conclusion he cuts short every objection 
with abrupt reprimand ; “ We have no such custom, 
nor have the churches of God.” * 

But when, in another passage of the same epistle, 
we meet with the categorical prohibition: “As in 
all the assemblies of the saints, so too with you, let 
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the women keep silence,” we may perhaps assume 
interpolation by a later hand, and have not to 
attempt an artificial harmony between this blunt 
pronouncement and its opposite a few chapters 
earlier. We must not be surprised at such later 
additions. For we know that throughout subsequent 
centuries an embittered fight was fought all over 
Christendom about the right of woman to speak 
in public worship. And the ecclesiastics who, for 
peace’ sake and to avoid all evil reputation, con- 
tinually diminished the woman’s religious equality, 
and in thus subordinating her lowered themselves 
again to the “ world’s” level—were not afraid either 
of calumniating their enemies or of applying 
‘““emendations” to ancient Scriptures. Both these 
things they did with an easy conscience: for the 
heretics “must needs” be wicked people, and the 
holy apostles “could” not have written with such 
freedom—such was and is a naive ecclesiastical belief. 
Precisely in reference to the woman’s question we 
have a drastic example of this in the two different 
texts of the book of the Acts. According to one 
tradition, wherever the couple Priscilla and Aquilas 
appear, it is always the wife who comes prominently 
forward as the real motive power, while the other 
account places her completely in the shadow of her 
husband. ‘Thus the addition in 1 Cor. xiv. is quite 
comprehensible, as also the first Epistle to Timothy, 
written indeed under the apostle’s name but in 
; reality belonging to a much later period, which 
states roundly: “I permit not a woman to teach!”? 
Around the State itself the waves of radical enthusi- 
1 1 Cor. xiv. 34. 27) Timea. 22. 
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asm likewise surged high. ‘The most ardent hope was, 
we know, that the State, the Roman dominion, 
might pass away and God’s Kingdom come, that 
the king in Rome might be thrust from his throne 
and the King of Kings, “ Our Lord,” come at length 
to take unto Himself the power and the kingdom 
and the glory: it belonged in truth to Him, and 
not to the devilish usurper, the beast from the 
pit. The struggle with a radical tendency that was 
ready to help on the tardy arm of God, is to be 
traced throughout the whole of primitive Christian 
literature. ‘To mention only one or two examples: 
Matthew makes Jesus say: “Put up thy sword into 
the sheath, for all they that take the sword shall 
perish with the sword.”* Prayer for the emperor 
is constantly being enforced, and in St Clement’s 
first letter one such prayer is preserved for us, full 
of subtle reminder that it is God who gave the 
emperors their authority, and full of fervent petition 
for insight and goodness to be granted to the repre- 
sentatives of this authority. Paul’s detailed discus- 
sion in the celebrated thirteenth chapter of the Epistle 
to the Romans is to be placed under the illumina- 
tion of the above-mentioned passages. The vehe- 
ment manner in which Paul here places the « higher 
powers ” under the protection and authority of God, 
indicates plainly, that more than one radical tendency 
and opinion lay below the surface and might grow 
dangerous. We have already seen that Paul indeed, 
with his nation, believed that all the powers—the 
angels as the guardians of men, and their representa- 
tives on earth — were ordained by God; but he 
1 Matt. xxvi. 52. 
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believed no less that these angels meantime had fallen 
away and ensnared the nations in ignorance, angel- 
worship, and immorality." Have they not plainly 
proved their nature, become hostile to God by 
crucifying the Lord of Glory? But in Rom. xiii, 
just as if nothing had happened, Paul refers to their 
appointment by God, and clings to the remnants of 
their administrative activity in order to prove their 
divine nature: the sword of judgment! And a few 
years later this same sword of judgment had been 
directed against himself! Was it indeed a power 
“that was a terror to the evil work only”? of which 
one could say: “Do that which is good, and thou 
shalt have praise”? And what is it the apostle 
demands? “Custom and tribute, fear and honour.” ® 
It is clear, that if Paul has to support these elementary 
demands by such strong and express exaltation of the 
“authority,” there must have been a strong opposi- 
tion and negation. For the same reason that led 
Luther into such violent invective against the 
peasants, Paul used the strong expressions which 
in times of reaction have always been supposed to 
justify the doctrine of the limited intelligence of the 
subject: his object was to keep the cause of religion 
and the revolution, social and political, distinctly 
apart from each other. It is fear that thus loses 
sight of all proportion in distributing praise. 

No words in the New Testament admit of less 
immediate application to the needs of our own day than 
the passages concerning the Roman State. Wherever 
to-day the preacher implies that Rom. xiii. is a valid 
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pronouncement for all time on the Christian’s relation 
to the State, he has misunderstood the difference in 
the position of the world entirely. And the Scripture 
lesson that still has these verses recited by heart as if 
they had a present-day application—is a mere gerund 
grinding. A “Christian power ” and a power in which 
all citizens have a share, as is the case in every con- 
stitutional state, must judge itself according to quite 
different standards from the words with which Paul 
made a heathen government—one entirely beyond 
their influence—acceptable to his congregations. 
Marriage and the State—the foundations of all 
social life — threatened dissolution in the fiery 
radical enthusiasm of the new religion; even the 
organisation of labour was broken up by it. If the 
end of the age was at hand, why, then! all labour was 
superfluous that was not saving of souls. True, the 
announcement of the world’s end has never yet in 
the history of the world spread over the whole of a 
civilised community in a manner sufficient to entail 
famine and death as results. Only an isolated few 
have hitherto let their enthusiasm thus degenerate. 
And here is exactly the greatest danger for the moral 
life of these isolated few, however noble their 
enthusiasm may be. It was so too in Thessalonica, 
where men had drawn the natural conclusions from 
the announcement of the approaching end. <A 
dreamy laziness crept in, that could not exist for 
long without forcing Christians who, to begin with, 
were not rich, into downright beggary. In Jeru- 
salem the enthusiasm that gave up everything had 
already impoverished the congregation and obliged 
them to sue for help from Gentile brothers. When 
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the same danger began to threaten in Thessalonica, 
Paul had preached against it energetically, although 
indeed in very tender words of praise: “ Concerning 
love of the brethren, ye have no need that one write 
unto you: for you yourselves are taught of God to 
love one another, and ye indeed do prove it toward all 
the brethren, who are in Macedonia. But we exhort 
you, brethren, that ye abound more and more, and that 
ye study to be quiet and to do your own business, and 
to work with your hands even as we charged you; 
that ye may walk honestly toward them that are 
without, and may have need of nothing.” * 

We see, even such a noble and high commandment 
of enthusiasm as Jesus gave: Go ye and sell what 
ye have, and give to the poor! could not maintain the 
Church. Give and give up—yes, but within the 
limits of one’s work and calling as a citizen. Thus 
Paul had to interpret Jesus. ‘“ And if I give all my 
goods to feed the poor, and have not love ”—in the 
case of this experience too the road of morality leads 
from enthusiasm to the Church. And here again Paul 
appeals to church honour: “honestly toward them 
that are without.” 

In every direction in which the Church has de- 
veloped itself out of the high unworldly gospel—_we 
find Paul. With tremendous energy he tried to stem 
the rising tide of the very enthusiasm he had himself 
let loose, opposing himself fearlessly to the apparent 
or actual consequences of the young religion, in order 

“to save it from perishing in a revolution. 

Everywhere there is the same energetic moral will, 

a clear appreciation of the danger of religion to 
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morality, a clear perception also of the danger of the 
new morality itself, in its immediate entrance into a 
world so alien to it, an unwearying patience that tries 
to further peace and kindness, a strenuous life and 
growth in the world, so that all great catastrophes 
may be averted as long as possible. And withal 
the apostle does not want to make a sharp line of 
separation from the world for his churches, and thus 
risk strife and anger which might arise as a con- 
sequence. When the Corinthians have misunderstood 
in this sense some expression of the apostle in a 
letter to them, which we no longer possess, he ex- 
plains himself with absolute clearness: “I told you in 
my letter not to associate with immoral persons. I 
did not exactly refer to men of the world who are 
immoral, or who are covetous and grasping, or who 
worship idols—for then you must needs go out of 
the world altogether.” * 

Yet this morality—grave and reasonable, pure and 
kind as it is—is already beginning to accommodate 
itself to the world. Everywhere angles are rounded 
which might have given occasion for conflict. Paul 
certainly does not want to surrender any particle of 
the gravity of the Christian ideal, yet, as far as we 
know, he is the first to practise with worldly-wise 
shrewdness the delicate art of policy, the art of “the 
possible.” He knew he must make concessions to his 
churches, that he could not lay down as law for all 
alike the Absolute that he required from himself: he 
was more pedagogical than Jesus. But with that 
he took the first steps on the road that leads in the 
end to the Church: which is as much as to say that 
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he indirectly revived the very “world” that both Jesus 
and he had discarded, he decorated the powers of 
antiquity with Christian emblems: at best it was an 
alloy of antiquity and Christianity. 

Certainly the Church itself was what saved religion. 
The new manhood which Jesus perceived and incar-° 
nated could not at once prevail wholly and entirely ; 
it was necessary that a milder environment, made up 
of elements from the old world and the new life, 
should first be formed—that then in it real Chris- 
tianity, the religion of Jesus, might become a vital 
force. 

Without this milder environment the young life 
must in each case have fallen a prey to a speedy 
death, just as did its prototype. But the Church 
is nothing more than this slightly modified world, 
this milder form of the ancient order of things. 

Luther felt this deeply, when he had rediscovered 
the central point of Christian religion. It was his 
point of departure when he began to demolish 
the Church; he held that the world was sufficiently 
Christian for him to entrust much, yea, everything, to 
it. But the makeshift churches which originated in 
Reformation times are in many respects a still poorer 
compromise between antique morality, Roman law,and 
the spirit of Jesus; and the Christianity of the Refor- 
mation churches seeks and gropes its way darkly to a 
new fashion of overcoming the world, after having 
laid aside the church forms. Many people who have 
settled down into the makeshift tabernacles that 
date from those Reformation days, still imagine every- 
thing is right and plain. But at the present moment 
the knowledge is everywhere awakening that this is 
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not true. And so many are standing at their narrow 
windows and gazing yearningly back across the years 
at the towering old cathedral church in which our 
fathers found rest to their souls, and are thinking 
within themselves, ‘“ If only we could retrace the way, 
or if only we might build as well!” But others, who 
are fired by the ardour of youth that burned in the soul 
of Jesus, have dreams of future days when men will 
worship God in spirit and in truth, days when “the 
world ” itself will have come to nought, when we shall 
make no more pacts with her and no longer sacrifice 
our best and highest possessions for the sake of peace 
and quietness—when it will be possible to recognise 
on every countenance the clear reflection of the 
divine sonship, of the new manhood, when there will 
be no more church, but a Kingdom of God upon 
earth. 

He indeed whose heart is as full of golden visions 
for his fellows as were once the hearts of Jesus and 
of Paul—such a one will not let himself become a 
dreamer merely, but he must be a worker. The new 
way upwards must be sought in slow and painful 
labours and in many individual resolves. This was 
the way Paul was seeking when he took the first 
deliberate steps towards the Church. 

And here one thing is necessary above all else: there 
must be no disguisement of the aim. Christianity 
did not come in order to bolster up old relics and 
obsolete ways of salvation. It is the message of the 
redeeming love of God and of men, it does not exist in 
order to “hand the sword to authority,” or to wage 
“righteous” war, or to establish church rights, or to 
tolerate everything, and put up with everything that 
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was ever good and great in the world before. If we 
cannot yet do away with all that contradicts 
Christianity, because that would mean a widening 
of men’s wounds and not a healing, yet we must 
not study the evil art of making a good thing out 
of a bad one. Human life is no child’s play and no 
bed of ease; and he who dares not take guilt upon 
himself, let him vegetate. But to call the guilt of 
humanity and its hard-heartedness good, to call 
those things Christian to destroy which Jesus laid 
down His life—this is blindness or a lie. And these 
two things have never been life-giving; but a sense 
of guilt and an upward, striving will—this creates 
life ! 


THE 'THEOLOGIAN. 


CHAPTER XIX. 


THe BEGINNING OF DocMa. JUSTIFICATION 
BY FAITH. 


Tue. life which Paul the prophet experienced, which 
the missionary spread abroad and the founder of 
the Church fostered, that the teacher cast into a 
definite mould; and out of this complex whole he 
created a doctrinal system which, from that day 
to this, has exercised a decisive influence on the 
thought of the Church. So decisive has this influ- 
ence been, that former generations have looked 
upon the great apostle and ecclesiastical organiser 
merely from the point of view of his teaching, 
even of his dogmatic system. And yet one might 
almost as well envisage Frederick the Great merely 
as an historian. But modern realistic theology 
has worked a beneficial change. It has freed itself 
from the superstition that the succession of theo- 
logical systems forms the history of the Church. 
It has left the stifling atmosphere of the study. 
It looks upon a great man in the light of his holy 
life with God and his ethical influence on_ his 
fellows: and so it has found the right criterium 


for the apostle’s true greatness; that still abides 
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even though we no longer feel ourselves at home 
in his doctrinal system. | 

There are three reasons why St Paul’s teaching has 
dominated the whole of Christian dogmatics and still 
dominates it, in its outlines at least, with the excep- 
tion of Schleiermacher’s system. First, there is a 
perfectly simple external reason: the Epistle to the 
Romans is the only portion in all the sacred Scrip- 
tures of the Christian faith which contains a summary, 
a compendium of Christian teaching. It is of course 
only in appearance that it does so, and we are com- 
pelled to abandon this belief when we examine the 
letter a little more attentively: it is in reality an 
apology for the apostle’s missionary preaching. But 
there is at first sight something that looks like a 
regular dogmatical system. The letter does in 
reality treat of man’s creation and destination, of his 
fall and his redemption, of his new life, and of 
the end of all things, the final consummation. And 
that is the scheme which the Church teaches and 
which we all of us have learnt. 

There was another reason, however, why not merely 
the form, but the contents of the teaching, exercised 
so widespread an influence in the early ages of the 
Church. These ideas were in a great measure not 
Paul’s peculiar property at all, but Saul’s inheritance. 
They were a complex of thoughts characteristic of 
the Hellenistic age, thoughts which had been germi- 
nating in the heads of thousands, and not of Jesus 
‘alone. In Greece and Italy too, men believed in 
paradise and hell, in God and the demons, in rites 
and sacraments. In the first part of this book we 
have seen how great the inheritance was. We have 
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traces of this Jewish- Hellenistic inheritance in 
Christian dogmas of all ages, and in spite of all 
advance in historical knowledge, there are still people 
who look upon this inheritance as that which is 
really Christian in Christianity, just because they 
cannot forget their dogmatics. 

However great the influence of this inheritance, 
it does not diminish the importance of the third of 
our reasons. The effect of Paulinism was great, 
because Paul was really a great theologian. Not 
that you can compare him to a subtle book, or that 
he was a learned scholar. His theology does not 
form a systematic whole, nor was it devised in order 
to present a systematic unity in the conception 
of the universe. It is apologetic, a defence of his 
religious experience against the attacks of new doubts 
and ancient sanctities. But has not all ‘true 
theology” at all times been apologetic in the end ? 
Has it not been an attempt to harmonise religious 
experience with the ideas and conceptions of the 
age? That is why theology is something ever new. 
Nor can progress in theology ever be arrested, either 
by subscription to articles or by an ecclesiastical 
censorship. And that is why Paul was a great 
theologian. He was not only a keen and practised 
thinker, but the centre of his theology was that point 
which ought to be the centre of all theology—personal 
religious experience,—its purpose being to defend this 
experience against destructive criticism and to clarify 
one’s thoughts. For this purpose Paul employed the 
means with which his old theology supplied him, in 
the shape of juridical conceptions and biblical passages. 
It was the “Spirit” that told him that he was a child 
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and an inheritor of God, the Spirit that cried “ Abba, 
Father,” within him. But men are never content 
with the subjective proof. They want conceptions, 
conclusions, theories, and texts. 

In attempting to give a sketch of the principal 
features of the apostle’s theology, we begin therefore 
by leaving on one side all that was not Paul’s 
theology, but merely a part of the contemporary 
conception of the universe, as well as all that 
belonged to the common body of Christian or Jewish 
missionary preaching. Our concern is with such of 
the ideas of this first theologian as were peculiar to 
himself. And firstly, the doctrine of justification by 
faith, which forms the core and centre of his theology 
even though not in that isolation in which it has 
become the “ material cause of Protestantism.” 


JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH AND THE DESCENT FROM 
ABRAHAM. 


The fundamental question of religion is: What 
must I do to be saved? Paul’s theology starts from 
this question. It works at first with the presupposi- 
tions which Saul inherited. As to what constituted 
the everlasting blessedness, the Christian and the 
Jew thought alike, or at most the Christian added to 
the traditional blessings—salvation from God’s wrath, 
peace with God, the glory of Heaven and everlasting 
life," this new one “to be with Christ.”* It cannot of 
course be decided how much sentiment lies in this 
word and how much of the old hope in the Messianic 
glory. But it is a new element and one that might 
well become the outer vehicle of an inward and 

Rom. v. 3, 9, 18; i. 16, ete. 2 Phil 12235. 4 ae We 
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spiritual faith. Now Paul still knows, as did Saul 
before him, two roads whereby to attain to 
this salvation: the descent from Abraham and 
“righteousness. ” 

The promises belong to all the children of 
Abraham. Such was the national faith inherited 
from early days, a faith against which the prophets 
are never weary of declaiming: “Are ye not as 
children of the Ethiopian unto me?” Such the bitter 
question Amos had once put in his God’s lips: 
“God is able of these stones to raise up children 
unto Abraham,” so the last of the prophets, John the 
Baptist, had again exclaimed. Not birth, but one’s 
own righteousness,’ that was the answer given by the 
legal religion of Israel, shaped by the influence of the 
prophets. On the day of judgment God will 
examine the deeds of every man, and will either “set 
him forth as righteous,” ¢.e. acquit him if his deeds 
are good, or even if the sum of his good deeds 
exceeds that of the bad, or God will declare him 
guilty if he deserves it. This is “justification.” The 
word “justification” has become an almost unin- 
telligible formula. We can best understand it if 
we always substitute for it some such word as 
“acquittal.” For that word suggests to us, as did 
the Hebrew “ Hisdiq ” to the Jews, the heavenly court 
of justice in which God passes sentence. The Jew 
then thinks of a future verdict of the Supreme Judge. 
Paul too employs the word fairly frequently with 
reference to the future. 

The two roads to salvation are therefore descent 
from Abraham and justification. It is on the latter 


t Romixas, 
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that Paul’s theology starts, for it was the thought of 
righteousness that had filled the mind of the Pharisee, 
the strict believer in the law, not the natural ideal 
of the divine childhood. Now the experience of 
his life showed him that the road of righteousness 
was an impossible one. No one can acquire so 
much righteousness of his own as to be quite 
sure of God’s acquittal. Rather all men are 
sinners, Gentiles as well as Jews, and both are 
_condemned by the law itself, the former by the law 
which is written in their own hearts, the latter by 
the-detailed written laws of Moses. All are sinners, 
and all therefore come short of the heavenly glory of 
God.! Such are the main contents of the first part of 
the Epistle to the Romans, 1. 18, i. 20. There is no 
righteous man; no, not one.” Neither amongst the 
Gentiles nor among the children of Abraham. All 
alike deserve to go to hell. 

Then. God determined to grant righteousness 
“freely,” to acquit men even without the works of 
the law, in spite of their sins. For this purpose He 
sent His Son, the heavenly Christ, not, as the Jews 
imagine, to be a great earthly king who will conquer 
all the heathen, but to become a man, a Jew, and to 
be crucified. Why that was necessary, why God 
could not at once acquit sinners and grant them 
salvation, is to be explained later. We here turn 
back to the first series of thoughts, which treats not 
of God but of men, but which we had to leave, follow- 
‘ing exactly in Paul’s steps (Rom. iii. 21). Thus 
over against man’s righteousness, to which the Jews 
hoped to attain through the law, but in vain, God 


1 Rom. iii. 23. 2 Rom. iii. 10, 
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set the divine righteousness which He “gives,” 
bestows as a present, which assures man of His 
“ grace ” (grace is ydpis, and to bestow as a present 
is yapiléoba), Rom. ili. 21-24. Of course this 
righteousness which God grants is not that of which 
mention was made first. Paul has changed the 
original conception into its exact opposite. It is just 
those that are not righteous that God calls righteous 
and acquits, and it is sinners whom He regards as 
guiltless for His Son’s sake. 

What ?—all sinners? No, only such as believe; 
only those that accept His Son’s work in faith, who, 
acknowledging that this Jesus was the Christ, the 
Son of God, that He died for their sins on the cross 
and for the sake of their ‘ righteousness” was raised 
from the dead, base their lives on this faith. To 
them “God reckons” their faith as righteousness,’ 
their sins He does not reckon to them.® “In His 
eye” they are righteous;‘ through Jesus they are 
“set down”? as righteous. e 

How can “faith” have so great a power, how:can 
it take the place of good works? No, faith is to 
take the place of nothing else, but God has with- 
drawn all claim to good works. He grants righteous- 
ness as a free gift, but it is faith that takes hold of 
righteousness, 2.e. the believer dares to believe that 
God imputes no guilt to him, because he has come 
to the faith that Jesus is the Son of God and has 
risen from the dead, that He has died for sinners, 
and that therefore God is no longer wroth with 


1 Rom. iv. 25. 2 Rom. iv. 3, 5, 9, 22; Gal. iii. 6. 
3 2 Cor. v. 19. £ Rom. ii. 13. 5 Rom. v. 19. 
6 Rom. x. 9, iv. 25; Gal. ii, 20, ete. 
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sinners. In order to understand this fully we must 
bear two things in mind. First, that by “faith” Paul 
always means a conviction of the resurrection of 
LED and of His propitiatory death out of love for 
; and s secondly, that he had himself given up the 
= as the way of salvation at the very moment 
that he yielded and looked upon Jesus_as the risen 
Christ. Hence his conclusion that faith in the 
risen Lord, and not the way of the law, was the 
way of salvation. Whosoever is won over by the 
preaching from which comes faith, and by the testi- 
mony of the apostles, so that he can look upon Jesus 
as the Christ crucified for our sins and_ raised from 
the dead, he has at the same time won the con- 
viction that God will pardon sinners. | 

Paul’s doctrine of faith is to be understood from 
a purely psychological and religious point of view. 
Faith is not the discharge of a duty which is looked 
upon as a good work, it is not a man that is “ righteous ” 
because of his faith that God acquits, but a sinner who 
ventures to believe. And because this faith is already 
experienced and sealed in baptism, Paul can say that 
the believer 7s already acquitted,’ not merely that he 
will be. The mention of the Spirit shows us that this 
juridical theory of acquittal is simply a systematisa- 
tion of the experience of conversion. 

St Paul’s treatment of the second train of ideas 
—the promise of blessedness was given to all the 
children resembles that of the 
first. Here too he has altered the thought so as to 
harmonise it with his conversion; nor does he assign 
less importance to it than to the doctrine of justi- 


1 Rom. vi. 8. 
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fication, whereas in the teaching of the reformed 
churches it has come to occupy quite a secondary 
place. Hence the third chapter of the Epistle to 
the Romans is immediately succeeded by the proof 
that the Christians alone are the true children of 
Abraham, internal and external evidence — being 
brought forward in an interesting manner. Here 
too we must of course disentangle the various threads 
and examine each separately if we would understand 
the whole. First of all we have the attempt to prove 
Abraham to be the true father of all Christians, in so 
far as his experience exactly resembles theirs. Of him 
too we read in Holy Scripture: “He believed God, 
and it was counted unto him “for righteousness” ; so, 
says Paul, he was “ justified ” not by works but by faith. 
“Now wages are reckoned to those who work not as a 
favour,but as a debt ; only [of] him who works not, but 
believes on him who justifies (acquits) the ungodly, 
[can one say that to him] his faith is ‘reckoned as 
righteousness’; so, e.g. David describes the blessed- 
ness of the man to whom God reckons righteousness 
without works, Ps. xxi. 1 seg.”* Paul here employs 
a philological argument. He refers to the usage 
of the Old Testament in order to prove that where 
the word “reckon” (Aoyileo Oar) occurs, it is always a 
reckoning as a present and not a payment for services 
rendered that is meant. For in the above-quoted 
Psalm we read, “Blessed are they whose iniquities 
are forgiven and whose sins are covered. Blessed 
is the man to whom the Lord does not reckon sin.” 
In reality it is rather the contrary that is here proved, 
for the passage speaks of God’s forbearance to reckon 


1 Rom. iv. 4—8. 
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something that does as a matter of fact exist, a 
negative “service rendered.” So too the passage 
about Abraham in the book of Genesis bears exactly 
the opposite interpretation. Faith is there reckoned 
to Abraham as a good work, as righteousness ; it is 
not that God draws a veil, as it were, over the 
lacking righteousness as He does in the case of 
Christians, according to Paul’s theology, and demands 
faith instead of the good work. 

It is nearer the truth when the Christians are de- 
clared to be the “true seed,” the true children of 
Abraham, because they are the children of his faith, 
and he their true father because he, like them, has 
believed “against hope in hope,” taking his stand 
upon his faith * against all human expectation. Here 
Paul has indeed discovered the essence of the paradox 
which lies in every act of faith. Unfortunately he 
immediately changes this general statement into a 
rabbinical quibble: as Christians believe in Him who 
raises from the dead, so Abraham too_ believed. 
“Though he was nearly a hundred years old, yet his 
faith did not fail him, even when he saw that his 
body was dead (worn out from age) and the dead- 
ness of Sarah’s womb. Yet he doubted not in God’s 
promises through unbelief, but was strong in faith, 
and he praised God in the firm conviction that what 
God has promised He is able also to carry out. And 
that is why it was said of his faith that it was 

reckoned to him as righteousness.” ® 
Other trains of thought cross these whose aim it 
is to prove the inner likeness and therefore relation- 
ship of Abraham to the Christians. He is not 
1 Rom. iv. 16 seq. 2 Rom. iv. 19-21. 
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slow to point out that Abraham was yet uncircum- 
cised when he received the promise. He is a living 
proof, therefore, that the blessedness which the 
promise holds out is for the uncircumcised as well, 
i.e. for his Gentile Christians. And he very boldly 
deprives the Jew himself of his distinctive sign and 
sacrament. Abraham received it merely as the seal 
of the righteousness which he had by faith, for the 
promise stands in Gen. xv., his circumcision in Gen. 
xvii. So then Abraham is the father of all “those 
who walk in the steps of that faith which he had 
being yet uncircumcised.” * 

Finally, Paul draws attention to the fact—this is 
his ceterum censeo—that the promises generally were 
void if they were attached to the fulfilment of the law. 
The end of the law is not mercy, only ‘“ wrath,” the 
wrath of God against transgressors, and all must 
transgress it.” 

We see what trouble Paul took to make his proof 
complete. In the Epistle to the Galatians also we 
have an exhaustive treatment of the same subject. 
Here again the Sonship stands in the foreground, and 
it is based upon the same faith. Those who are of 
faith are the children of Abraham ;* and the promise 
extends to all the heathen,’ for it runs “in thee shall 
all nations be blessed.” In the religious vocabulary 
of Jews and Christians we find the same word for 
“nations” and “heathen.” ® 

Then we come to a somewhat confused maze of 
arguments — less surprising in this letter to the 
Galatians, which was written under the influence of 


1 Rom. iv. 9-12. 2 Rom. iv. 13-16. 3 Gal. iii. 6. 
4 Gal. iii. 7. 5 Gen. xviii. 8. 6 Rom. iii. 8 seq. 
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the strongest emotions, than in the somewhat less 
entangled fourth chapter of the Epistle to the 
Romans. We will only allude to the scattered 
thoughts which belong to our argument. Wherever 
the promise is made to Abraham, the book of Genesis 
uses the expression “thy seed” in the singular. In 
Hebrew the word is a collective noun, and means 
descendants, but Paul simply clutches hold of the 
strictly grammatical form and maintains that the 
promise can be understood only of one being, 7.e. of 
Christ, to whom, according to the faith of that age, all 
this referred.'_ Now as all Christians are mystically 
“one in Christ,” one being, so they are all together 
the one promised seed of Abraham, and therefore heirs 
according to the promise.” 

Finally, in the fourth chapter, St Paul produces 
that strange allegory of Sarah and Hagar, to which we 
have already referred. Abraham had two sons, one 
of the slave-woman (Ishmael), and one of the free 
(Isaac). The son of the slave-woman was born in the 
ordinary course of nature, the son of the free- 
woman was born through promise :* which things are 
an allegory, the women stand for the two covenants. 
The one given from Mount Sinai, whose children 
become slaves, ¢.c. Hagar. Now he likewise dis- 
covers, as pointing in the same direction, that Hagar 
is an Arabian and must stand for Mount Sinai 
in Arabia, and for this reason alone signifies the 
covenant of Sinai and can be compared to the 
Jerusalem that now is, and not merely because she is 
in slavery (of the law) with her children. “ But the 
Jerusalem which is above is free, and it is she who is 

1 Gal. iii. 16. 2 Rom. iii. 28. 3 Gen. xv. 14, 
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our mother,”’—through Paul’s great mission she has a 
numerous family of children. Finally, there is a third 
point of resemblance: just as Ishmael, the son born 
after the flesh (in the ordinary course of nature), 
persecuted Isaac, the son born after the Spirit 
(supernaturally), so the Jews now persecute the 
Christians. But they shall have their reward: the 
son of the slave-woman shall not inherit together 
with the son of the free-woman, neither in the one 
case nor in the other.’ 

However clever and even convincing these argu- 
ments may have appeared to St Paul’s contemporaries, 
for us they are nothing but a forced employment of 
’ texts which mean something quite different ; and the 
whole theory of justification, with its forensic formulas, 
is, after all, a very imperfect expression of the deep, 
transparent feeling which characterises the intense 
-and fervent religious life which it is intended to 
defend and justify. What a different note Paul 
strikes when he exclaims : oy 

“O ye foolish Galatians ! Who hath bewitched yatnee = 
Has not Jesus Christ been depicted_before your veryt ~“ 
eyes as crucified ? This one thing I wish to know of 
you: Did you receive the Spirit by the works of the 
law or by the hearing of faith? You are still so 
foolish. . . . So many things you have received in 
vain! Was it really in vain? He therefore that 
gives you the Spirit and worketh miracles among you, 
does he do it by the works of the law or by the hear- 
ing of faith ?”? 

Or when he passes from the descent from Abrahain 
to speak of the Divine Fatherhood in the beautiful 

1 Gal. iv. 21-31. 2 Gal. ii, 4-5: 
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words: “But because ye are sons, God sent forth 
the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, crying, Abba, 
Father. So that thou art no longer a slave, but a 
son; and if a son, then an heir through God.” ! 

Or when he tells us of that which stirs the depths of 
his heart: “ As many as are led by the Spirit of God, 
these are sons of God [and here is the proof thereof]. 
For ye received not the spirit of bondage again unto 
fear. No, ye received the spirit of a son, whereby 
we cry, Abba, Father. The Spirit. Himself beareth 
witness with our spirit that we are children of God. 
But if children, then we are also heirs, heirs of God, 
joint-heirs with Christ, if only we suffer with Him, 
that we may be also glorified with Him [in the 
glory of heaven]. For I reckon that the sufferings 
of this present time are not worthy to be compared 
with the glory which shall be revealed and conferred 
upon. us.” ® 

Wherever Paul speaks of the Spirit, we can feel 
the quick pulse of his own religion. The theories 
of justification and descent from Abraham are 
juridical and theological formule. But the formula 
is not to be despised. After all, in its abrupt, para- 
doxical fashion, it expresses the very essence of 
Christianity as opposed to every legal religion, 
Jewish or Catholic. 

1 Gal. iv. 6 seq. 2 Rom. viii. 14-18. 


THE THEOLOGIAN. 


CHAPTER XxX. 
Tue SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DEATH OF CHRIST. 


We have separated one question from the rest of 
the doctrine of justification, that which characterises 
it objectively, the question as to the necessity of 
the Messiah’s death. Why had the Messiah to 
become man, to become a Jew, to die, and, above 
all, to die on the cross? ‘These are all questions 
which are included in the first. 

It is a question which played a great part in St 
Paul’s thought, and a no less important one in his 
teaching ; not that he especially needed it for his new 
life—that drew its supply of strength from the spirit 
and the resurrection of the Messiah—but because 
His death, the shameful death of Jesus on the Cross, 
had been the stumbling-block, the great hindrance 
that had prevented him from believing that this 
Jesus was the Messiah who had come down from 
heaven. That hour on the road to Damascus had 
shown him that the crucified Jesus was the Messiah 
for all that, that His death was not caused by any 
guilt of His own therefore, but had to be undergone, 
as the disciples taught, because of the sins of men. 


This experience is the starting-point of Paul’s 
300 
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dogmatic thinking. Not that he would not often 
have been more than satisfied with the first simple 
conclusion. On the contrary, in the majority of cases 
he goes no further than the simple statement of fact, 
without giving any explanation. 

“He was delivered up for our trespasses, and was 
raised for our justification.” “ He gave Himself for 
our sins, that He might deliver us out of this present 
evil world, according to the will of our God and 
Father.”’ “The Son of God loved me and gave 
Himself up for me.”* “For while we were yet 
weak, in due season Christ died for the ungodly.” 
“But God puts His own love for us beyond doubt 
by the fact that Christ died on our behalf while 
we were yet sinners.”* “We are justified by His 
blood.”° “Through the obedience of one man 
(Jesus) shall many be made righteous.”” 

All these statements—and there are many others 
to a similar effect—contain as yet no dogmatic theory. 
They only state the fact. They do not explain how 
the death of Jesus was able to save. But Paul, the 
thinker and the theologian, was bound to go beyond 
this statement of fact which was common to all 
early Christian teaching.» He was bound to try 
and discover a reason for this death. 

He had his choice amongst several lines of thought 
in order to find an explanation. 

For a man of the ancient world, the most obvious 
was, no doubt, to be found in the idea of a sacrifice. 
‘Jesus Himself had used this picture to make His 


1 Rom. iv. 25. 2 Gal. i, 4. 3 Gal, ii. 20. 
4 Rom. v. 6. 5 Rom. v. 8. 6 Rom. v. 9. 
7 Rom. v. 19. S 1 Cor. xv. 3. 
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death comprehensible to Himself and His disciples. 
It is not the saying about the ransom (Mark x. 35) 
—the genuineness of which might besides be called 
in question—but the words at the Last Supper that 
contain the thought of a sacrifice, with their reference 
to the shedding of blood. And so, when Paul speaks 
of blood, as he does in one of the above-quoted 
passages, the death of Jesus is regarded more especi- 
ally as a sacrifice. For at that time almost the 
only thought connected with sacrifice was that of 
a propitiatory rite accompanied by the shedding of 
‘blood. The picture then is founded on the thought 
which was expressed more clearly in the Epistle 
to the Hebrews: A better means was needed to 
purge away our sins than the blood of beasts, even 
the blood of the Messiah, “the lamb without blemish, 
without spot.”’ The conviction on which these 
thoughts are based is that sin needs blood for its 
expiation. In Jesus’ use of the word the thought 
is entirely overshadowed by the picture: He sees 
His dead body, broken and torn—as was the bread 
that He held in His hand—by the stones of the 
multitude; He sees the blood flow from His wounds, 
and so He explains His death: as the blood flowed 
of old in the first covenant, so it must now again 
flow in the new. The thought of expiation is here 
thrust entirely into the background. Later, however, 
all the more emphasis was laid upon it in this 
passage, when it came to be needed for the defence 
of Jesus’ Messiahship, and when greater importance 
was throughout attached to this idea, and to sacra- 
mental conceptions. And that is why so much stress 
11 Pet, i. 19. 
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was laid upon the blood of Jesus, although no blood 
was shed at Jesus’ death. It is only the fourth 
Gospel’ that supplied the want by the invention or 
popularisation of the story of the spear-thrust. 

In some passages St Paul too retains the thought 
of a sacrifice as a mere picture. It is nothing more 
than such a symbol when he says that Jesus was the 
Christians’ “ Paschal Lamb,” * which thought probably 
induced the fourth Evangelist to transfer Jesus’ 
hour of death to the day on which the paschal lamb 
was sacrificed. 

There are two passages, however, in which St Paul 
has more minutely described the sacrificial death of 
Jesus, both as to its effects and its necessity. Un- 
fortunately both passages are so obscure that a 
completely satisfactory explanation can be given of 
neither of them. The first is Romans vii. 1 seq., 
which I would translate as follows: “There is there- 
fore now no condemnation to them that are in 
Christ Jesus. For the law of the spirit of life freed 
you in Christ Jesus from the law of sin and of death. 
For what the law could not do in that it was weak 
through the flesh, God, sending His own Son in the 
likeness of sinful flesh, and because of sin (ep. 
above, Gal. i. 4), condemned sin in the flesh, in order 
that the acquittal of the law might be fulfilled in 
us, who walk no more after the flesh but after the 
Spirit.” In the dependent sentence, which con- 
tains the most important statement, there is an 
“aposiopesis, as is often the case in Paul’s writings, and 
it is hard to say how he really meant to continue. 
There remains the further question : Did God, accord- 

1 John xix. 35. 2 Corvallis 
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ing to Paul, “ condemn sin” in the mortal body in 
which His Son was incarnate by causing this body to 
die, or was it because His Son lived without sin? In © 
the first case we should have a thought parallel to that 
which we shall have to mention shortly, the thought 
of the curse of the law, the sentence passed upon the 
law, which takes effect in the body of Jesus and 
is thereby invalidated. This explanation would 
harmonise with the beginning of the passage, accord- 
ing to which the sentence of death of the law cannot 
touch those who are “in Christ.” The second inter- 
pretation, that Christ condemned sin through His 
sinless life in the body of sin, fits in better with 
what follows, where the apostle speaks of those “who - 
are in Christ,” and can no longer walk after the flesh. 
This train of ideas we shall likewise meet with again. 

The second passage, the exegesis of which is very 
hard, forms the climax of the first part of the Epistle 
to the Romans (ill. 23-26), and is one of the most 
disputed passages in the whole Bible. It runs as 
follows: ‘“ All have sinned and fall short of the 
heavenly glory of God ; justified freely through His 
grace by means of the redemption in Christ Jesus. 
Him God set forth as itaoryp.iov, through faith in 
His blood, as a proof of His righteousness because 
of the passing over of the sins which had been 
committed before in God’s time of rest, as a proof 
of His righteousness at the present time, so that He 
might be (and show Himself as) the Just and justify 
(acquit) him that is ‘ of the faith’ in Jesus.” 

The sense of the latter half of this sentence is 
much disputed (as is the rest of the passage), but it 
seems to me there can be no doubt it has the 
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following meaning: God had of old time, in the 
time of His “rest” let men sin without punishing 
them. But now the time has come for this to stop: 
God wished at length to show Himself as the 
righteous God. He would not, however, do this by 
destroying men, as He would in reality have been 
compelled to do had He followed strict justice. He 
wished to show mercy. But that He could only do 
after His justness had been established beyond all 
doubt by the death of Jesus: and for this purpose 
“He set forth Jesus openly (or set before Himself, 
regarded) as itacrypiov.” But what is the meaning 
of the word which has not been translated, and in what 
connection are the words, “ through faith in His blood,” 
to be taken? For these few words there are quite a © 
number of possible interpretations. ikacrypiov can 
be: (1) Masculine (a) propitiating God; (0) pro- 
pitiating sin; or (2) Neuter (a) reconciling God, pro- 
pitiating sin, whereby again we can take that which 
reconciles or propitiates, as (a) a sacrifice, (8) a present 
or a memorial such as was then erected in a temple 
in the shape of a column or a statue. The words, 
“through faith in His blood,” can furthermore be 
explained as follows: (1) God set Him forth in His 
blood or through His blood as a propitiation, etc., 
through faith (z.e. He has become for us a propitia- 
tion through faith); or (2) God set Him forth as a 
propitiation through faith in His blood. Of all the 
many interpretations which are rendered possible 
through the manifold meanings which are borne by 
the words and the compressed style of the sentence, 
it seems to me that the following translation is still 
the best: “Whom God chose as a_propitiatory 
20 
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(sacrifice) through His blood by means of faith.” 
That is to say: God’s character is indeed love and 
compassion. He shows His love to us in that 
“while we were still sinners Christ died for us.”? 
He loves men: though, were He to regard their actual 
condition, they must be “ enemies” to Him, 2.e. 
hated,” “vessels of His wrath” and not of His love. 
But His love wished to help them and reconcile 
them to Himself. Simple forgiveness of sins was 
not, however, possible for God. He was bound to 
show His justice, which mankind might begin to 
doubt, since for so long a time He had sent no 
flood upon sinners, but had apparently looked on at 
sin unmoved. This justice could be satisfied either 
by punishment or by a propitiation : God’s love would 
not admit of punishment ; a propitiation was there- 
fore the only possible alternative. So then God’s 
beloved Son, who abode with Him in heaven, the 
Messiah destined to reign upon earth in glory, was 
“purposed” by Him for a propitiation. That is 
what “poéfero” usually means, not “set forth,” and 
there is no reason why we should give up the usual 
meaning of the word. Before the second advent in 
glory, God sent His Son then from heaven to earth, 
as aman and a Jew, to save, to redeem, to bring an 
atonement for those that were born of women and 
were groaning under the oppression of the law. 
There is a further reason why the word ihoorrpuov 
is probably to be taken in the sense of a propitiatory 
sacrifice, for propitiatory memorials or presents are 
naturally only offered by people as a propitiation for 
their own sin. The clever paradox which would 


! Rom. v. 8. 2 Rom, v. 10; xi. 28. 
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have been introduced into the sentence if we accept 
this exegesis, would have made it all the harder of 
comprehension. 

I have endeavoured to give an instance—in a very 
rapid and superficial manner—of the minute attention 
to details which is a necessary feature of theological 
exegesis, in order to show with what difficulties we 
often have to contend, and how very uncertain the 
interpretation of such well-known dogmatic passages 
is more especially. Their obscurity and succinctness 
also afford us the best proof that Paul was not greatly 
concerned if they were not accurately understood. 
He writes with perfect distinctness and intelligibility 
on such subjects as the veiling of women and the 
arrangements for the collection of alms. 

In both these difficult passages we can therefore 
contest the idea of sacrifice, and can substitute in 
Rom. viii. “the life of Jesus,” and in Rom. ui, “ Jesus 
as propitiatory memorial.” If we try, however, to 
imagine a concrete instance of the abstract noun 
‘‘propitiation,” it must be confessed that the idea of 
sacrifice is the most natural in the latter passage. 
And besides, all these attempts to eliminate the 
conception of sacrifice from St Paul’s theology are 
open to the very grave suspicion that the wish to 
find his own theology in St Paul has inspired the 
exegesis of the modern inquirer. 

Besides the idea of sacrifice, there is another which 
explains not merely the death of the Messiah, but 
also His death upon the cross. There is none more 
distinctive of St Paul’s thought. ‘The starting-point 
is the law. The curse of the law overtakes all trans- 
gressors of the law, and this curse, this sentence of 
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the law, is called death.1 No one can fulfil the law; 
therefore all who are under the law are under its 
curse, are condemned to death. Christ has taken 
this curse upon Himself: He obeyed God when He 
ordered Him to become man, and to be born “ under 
the law,” @.e. as a Jew.? But then He died of His 
own free will upon the cross, and thereby He literally 
placed Himself under the law’s curse, for it is written 
in the book of the law, Accursed is he that is hanged 
on a cross. So the curse spent itself on Him, the 
innocent, that knew no sin,’ and thereby it is done 
away. All they that were “under the curse” have 
now been redeemed by Him.‘ This is the clearest, 
the most consequent theory that St Paul advances 
of the death of Jesus. But just like the belief in 
sacrifice, it rests upon a strange idea of primitive man, 
upon his conception of the curse, upon its objective 
reality, so to speak. Just as Isaac’s blessing works 
itself out, because it is uttered, and neither God nor 
Isaac can alter it in anywise, so this curse of the law 
must also spend itself on someone. Now if it lights 
on one who was not doomed to die through his own 
guilt, then it has ‘“ worked itself out,” its force is 
spent, for it has put itself in the wrong. And so the 
curse being removed, God’s mercy has free play. 
Finally, we have a third line of thought which is 
closely connected with St Paul’s experience on the 
road to Damascus. This derives redemption from 
the risen Lord, and is St Paul’s own teaching, even 
though some deny it altogether, and others put it 
into the background because it is not as well furnished 


1 Rom. v. 16. 2 Gal. iv. 4. OL Cry, We Bil. 
* Gal, iii, 10-13; 1 Cor, vi, 20, vii. 23. 
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with proofs as the other theories, which were better 
adapted for apologetic purposes. All believed in 
sacrifices, and the doctrine of the curse of the law 
was, in the eyes of St Paul’s contemporaries, strictly 
logical and proved by passages of Scripture. This 
last idea, however, only those could appreciate who 
had had St Paul’s experience. For here again the 
key to all lies in the mystical communion with Christ. 
Christ must needs die that all men might die in and 
with Him who enter into communion with Him 
through faith and the Spirit. In that hour before 
Damascus, St Paul died in Christ, so do all Chris- 
tians. There is therefore now no more condemnation 
to those that have died with Him. Such is the con- 
nection between Rom. vi. and viil., chap. vii. being 
merely a parenthesis. This thought finds its typical 
expression in 2 Cor. v. One died for all, therefore all 
died. “ Wherefore, if any man is in Christ, he is a 
new creature: the old things are passed away ; behold, 
they are become new. But all things are of God, 
who reconciled us to Himself through Christ, and 
gave unto us the ministry of reconciliation; (the 
apostleship which comes to all men with the message). 
God was reconciling in Christ the world unto Himself, 
not reckoning unto them their trespasses, and having 
committed unto us the word of reconciliation. We 
are ambassadors therefore on behalf of Christ, as 
though God were intreating by us: We beseech you, 
on behalf of Christ, be ye reconciled to God. Him 
who knew no sin, He made to be sin on our behalf: 
that we might become the righteousness of God am 
Him.”'! He that is “in Him” is “righteousness,” 
1 2 Cor, v. 17-21. 
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just as He was before “sin,” and became man that all 
who were received in Him might become “ righteous.” 
“In Him” God reconciled the world, in its attitude 
of hostility, unto Himself. 

The mode of expression in Rom. vi. is somewhat 
different. Here and there are ethical trains of thought, 
and all is connected with baptism. But the follow- 
ing sentences certainly belong to the idea we are 
considering. ‘Our old man was crucified with 
Jesus, that the body of sin might be done away, 
that so we should no longer be in bondage to sin; 
for he that hath died is acquztted (justified) from sin.” ? 
In that Christ died therefore, all Christians have died, 
the sentence of death has indeed taken effect upon 
them, the mystical body of Christ. They are dead, 
they have died once for all. Now eternal life awaits 
them: “ But if we died with Christ, we shall also live 
with him: so we believe.”* We meet with the same 
thoughts in Rom. v. 10 and 1 Thess. v. 10. If this 
theory is not put forward as often as the others, it is 
the real source of their strength. It harmonises with 
the sublimest passages in the apostle’s letters, as in 
Rom. vi. and vili., passages which breathe a spirit of 
the deepest piety. 

All these theories as to the death of Jesus start 
from a problem which was a burning question for the 
disciples: Can one say of a dead man that he was the 
Messiah? And if so, why had the immortal, the 
Messiah, to die? He was a heavenly, an eternal 
being, and He had done no sin, whose wages is death. 
These theories are, 7pso facto, non-existent therefore 
for those to whom Jesus is not the Jewish Messiah, 
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and who do not look upon the death of Jesus as a 
still greater miracle than His resurrection, as a miracle 
which needs another than a historical explanation. 

The orthodox theories of the atonement can rightly 
appeal to St Paul as their authority. He was their 
originator, even though his doctrine harmonised 
neither with Anselm’s theory nor with the teaching 
of the Reformers, nor with the theories of our articles 
and confessions, where they are rather presupposed 
than elaborated dogmatically. He was their origin- 
ator because he first thought that he could prove 
logically the necessity of the death of Jesus, and 
because for this very purpose he limited the love of 
God by the necessity by which God Himself was 
bound of satisfying His justice, that is, of demanding 
some condition without which His love could not 
have been realised. Yet the later doctrines of the 
atonement do not explain the death upon the cross. 
They get as far as the death of the God-man, but no 
further. These modern doctrines—including most of 
those which claim to be orthodox—are only very pale 
and shamefaced copies of these old theories : for none 
of them ventures to accept the two presuppositions of 
all these dogmas: 

1. That it is permissible to presuppose juridical or 
forensic measures of any kind as determining the 
relations of God to man. . 

2. The idea of the propitiatory sacrifice of the 
blood of the Messiah in its genuine ancient form. 

And for this reason they have “all fallen away” 
from orthodox doctrine, and only a miserable appear- 
ance of it is maintained, more in words and in strong 
attacks upon “the unorthodox ” than through any 
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inherent truth. But we reject all such theories 
as to the death of Jesus not shamefacedly but 
consciously. Not because of their logical insufficiency, 
however rightly this may be insisted upon, but above 
all because they contain an unchristian, a less than 
Christian, conception of God and His relation to man. 
The “Father” of Jesus does not need to establish or 
to prove His “righteousness” by suffering an inno- 
cent man to die for sinners: a strange kind of 
righteousness! He does not wish to be just, but 
He is Love. Holy love of course, but not such as 
needs first to be propitiated. And there is no 
“holy” blood, no holy things in the religion of 
Jesus, no propitiatory sacrifices with which sin can 
be “washed away.” All these thoughts, which are 
taken from the animistic religion, are pre - christian 
and unchristian, whether they be founded on the 
blood of bulls or on the blood of Christ. The ethical 
change, renovation and sanctification, is degraded into 
something external and sacramental ; instead of faith 
we have mystical miracles, which are to have natural 
effects. 

Jesus’ death does not lose one whit of its signific- 
ance for our own life with God and our following in 
the Master’s footsteps, if we cease to fancy that we 
can forcibly apply such theories to it. He who 
cannot be moved to repentance by God’s goodness 
and a man’s surrender unto death, even the death 
upon the cross, will listen in vain to systems of 
sacrifice and theories of propitiation which are in- 
tended to establish God’s “righteousness ” palpably. 
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CHAPTER XXI. 
THE CHRIST AND JESUS. 


By the side of the doctrines of justification by faith 
and of the atoning death of Jesus, the most contested 
dogma of Christianity is that of the divine nature in 
Jesus. Of this doctrine too we find the earliest and 
clearest traces in St Paul. We have already ex- 
amined the roots from which the mighty tree of later 
christological dogma grew up. 

This dogma already existed in all essential par- 
ticulars before Jesus was born. Jewish Messianic 
speculations had already imagined a picture for the 
completion of which really nothing was wanting but 
the Nicene dogma that the Father and the Son were 
of the same substance. We have already brought 
together these features in Paul’s picture of Christ. 
(p. 45 seg.) Even the statement that the world was 
created by the Son of God was as current an opinion 
among the Jews as everything else that Paul tells us 
of Christ’s life from the beginning of the world until 
His second advent in judgment. 

And by the side of this Jewish inheritance the 
apostle’s Christology is rooted in his experience 


before Damascus, as it was interpreted by him with 
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the help of the picture of the heavenly Christ. It 
seemed to him that he had now the same kind of 
proof as the disciples had acquired through the Resur- 
rection. He now knew, from his own experience, 
that that heavenly being in whom his people believed 
existed as an actual matter of fact. He was identical 
with Jesus. The apostle had “looked upon” a 
bright light or a form in heavenly glory, so Christ 
lived, so the man Jesus continued to live as Son of 
God, declared to be the Son of God with power.’ 
Having declared Jesus to be the Christ, Paul, like 
the first disciples, ascribed to Him all that the Jews 
had hitherto believed or expected of the Messiah. 
An immediate consequence of this belief was that an 
aureole surrounded the young carpenter and peasant 
of Nazareth, and that His simple and yet all-powerful 
features threatened to disappear beneath this nimbus. 
Paul’s sole merit herein is that he did not quite 
conceal the man Jesus beneath the heavenly being, 
for, as we have already seen, he always maintained 
the connection with the twelve ; and even in a critical 
hour of his life he overcame the temptation once 
for all to break the tie between his congregations 
and the tradition of Jerusalem and thereby to 
separate them from Jesus. But he himself attached 
no value whatever to Christ according to the 
“flesh,” to the man Jesus, nor would he know 
any one according to the flesh, not even Jesus.’ 
Indeed Jesus can scarcely be said to have existed 
for him as a human being. What interested him 
in Jesus is simply His present life in the believer 
and His death. Even where he holds up His life 
1-Rom. i, 3. 2 O'Cor ¥. 10; 
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as an ethical pattern, he mentions, it is true, a 
number of features which we have learned to value 
likewise in the man Jesus, because we find them 
in the gospels; but as a matter of fact they are for 
him simply and solely the deeds of the Divine Son 
of God. He was obedient, in that He died;' He 
lived not to please Himself, in taking upon Himself 
reproaches and suffering ;* His great act of love was 
His death.’ Paul only once speaks of His gentleness 
and sweet reasonableness in general,‘ and that in 
such a way that one might imagine him to be 
alluding to the now living, exalted Lord; and the 
same remark applies to the apostle’s references to 
the love*® and truth® of Christ. If besides the death 
he mentions any special incident in the life of Christ, 
then it is the incarnation of the Son of God when 
He became “ poor’’’ and “emptied Himself” *® of His 
divinity in the glad zeal for sacrifice and in humility. 
“Let the spirit of Christ Jesus be yours also. 
Though He was in the form of God, He did not 
look upon equality with God as a prize to be 
clutched at (i.e. He did not wish to win it as did 
Satan and Adam of old, by forcible means). But 
He emptied Himself, taking the form of a servant, 
and appeared in the likeness of men. And being 
found in fashion as a man, He humbled Himself, 
becoming obedient unto death—-yes, death on the 
cross. And that is why, too, God so highly exalted 
_Him, and gave Him the name which is above every 


1 Rom. v. 19. 2 Rom. xv. 3 seg. 
3 Gal. ii. 20; 2 Cor. v. 14 seq. #2 Corex. Ji, 
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name—that at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven and things on earth and 
things under the earth, and that every tongue should 
confess that ‘Jesus Christ is Lord,’ to the glory 
of God the Father.” 

This passage from the Epistle to the Philippians 
is especially instructive. It shows us how the 
whole human life of Jesus vanished in the spiritual 
being. If Paul had wished, he could easily have 
found examples of Christ’s humility, love, subjection 
and self-sacrifice in the life of Jesus. ‘There was no 
-need for him to seek his pattern in the heavenly 
being. Probably, then as now, it made a greater 
impression on the mass of men that so high, divine, 
and all-powerful a being should divest himself of his 
power, and humble himself, than that a man should 
sacrifice himself. And yet, if we would arrive at a 
right moral judgment, it is an exceedingly difficult 
matter to decide whether these acts of the Divine 
Being have any ethical value whatever for us when 
they are held up as patterns for our imitation. In any 
case, the death of Jesus, as of a person in the Trinity, 
loses all the religious value that it might have as 
the death of a struggling yet believing human being. 

We must not, however, suppose that Paul knew 
nothing of Jesus. On the contrary, his letters con- 
tain so much about Jesus that he is our best and 
surest witness in the controversy that has just been 
started afresh about the historicity of the person of 
Jesus, and we would have to dispute the authenticity 
of all his letters if we wished to set aside this 
testimony. For, according to his own words, he 
became acquainted with the outlines of the life of 


THE CHRIST AND JESUS 3817 


Jesus from the disciples themselves ; and though his 
religion is everywhere in touch with the risen, living 
Lord, yet we find clear traces everywhere of his 
acquaintance with those memoirs of Jesus which 
afterwards assumed a definite shape in our gospels. 

Paul clearly testifies ' that the Messiah became man, 
born like every other man, “of a woman,” and like 
every Jew, “made under the law.” The traditional 
exegesis fancied that in these words it had discovered 
a reference to the supernatural birth of Jesus because 
nothing was said of the “man,” but it simply read the 
exact opposite of St Paul’s real meaning into the 
passage. Nothing can be more certain than that 
Paul here wishes to emphasise the true human birth 
of Jesus. So too he says that Jesus was “born of 
the seed of David,”’? that is, if we take the words in 
the sense they bear everywhere else, of a father who 
was, or was considered to be, a descendant of David. 
Again, Paul speaks of the brothers of the Lord’ with- 
out any qualification : it is only Catholic exegesis that 
made cousins of Jesus out of these brothers, with the 
sure instinct for that which was an ecclesiastical 
necessity. Paul himself knew as yet of no story 
concerning the virgin-birth, although he already 
looked upon Jesus as more than a man, viz., as an 
incarnate heavenly spirit. 

The features which, as we have already seen, Paul 
emphasised in the character of this heavenly being, 
either before or after incarnation, will probably not 

“have been contradicted, in his opinion, by anything 
that He did as man. And in this way St Paul’s 
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dogmatic assertion, that Jesus knew no sin’—resting 
as it indubitably does upon the impression which the 
person of Jesus made upon the disciples—acquires a 
fuller and clearer meaning. It cannot have been 
purity alone which shone forth from the form of the 
prophet of Nazareth, but goodness also, and love, self- 
surrender, and the power of self-sacrifice. 

Again, when St Paul says that the Son of God 
became poor,’ he is thinking, primarily, no doubt, of 
the laying aside of His divine glory. But his words 
only acquire their full meaning when we remember 
that Jesus as man too belonged to the poor and 
humble in the land. Here St Paul once again con- 
firms the picture of Jesus given us in the gospels. 
St Paul tells us too, quite clearly, that Jesus came 
forward as a prophet with a definite message, that He 
made definite claims on men, and even Himself gave 
them certain definite commandments. There are also 
in St Paul’s writings not merely allusions to sayings 
of Jesus—one or two such are actually quoted. The 
most noteworthy passage of this kind is the section 
describing the institution of the Lord’s Supper.° 
If we compare St Paul’s with St Mark’s account, 
we can plainly see that both are derived from the 
same traditional source, without any sign, how- 
ever, of literary interdependence: on the contrary, 
the words had already begun to be changed, and 
that, very curiously, in the process of oral tradition. 
So too St Paul introduces his quotation of Jesus’ 
prohibition of divorce with the words, “ Unto the 
married I command—no, not I, but the Lord.”4 And 

1 2 Cor. v. 21. 2°92 Cor. vill. 9: 
8 1 Cor, xi. 23 seq. 4 1 Cor, vii 10. 
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a few verses further he says, “Even so the Lord 
appointed that they which proclaim the gospel should 
live of the gospel.”’ The passage in the second Epistle 
to the Corinthians, in which Paul solemnly eS 
his readers that his word was not “yea and nay” 
at the same time, appears also to refer to a well- 
known saying of Jesus: “For the Son of God, Jesus 
Christ, who was preached among you by us . . . was 
not yea and nay, but in Him has been yea, for all the 
promises of God in Him are yea.”? There is of 
course no direct connection between the words and 
Jesus’ prohibition of oaths, “Let your yea be yea, 
and your nay, nay,”* but it seems to me that we may 
very possibly have a clever adaptation here by St 
Paul of the words in the Sermon on the Mount. 
Elsewhere, on the contrary, St Paul says that he has 
received no command from the Lord.* 

Yet he did not look upon the “law of Christ” as a 
law in the Old Testament sense. The meaning he 
attached to it was far broader and more liberal. 
In two of the above-quoted passages he permitted 
deviations from the law to be made. Kspecially he 
reserved to himself the liberty to decide whether 
he should or should not, as a matter of conscience, 
receive support from his congregations. The “law 
of Christ,” after all, meant something very different 
to him from the dull, literal accomplishment of His 
commands: ‘‘ Bear ye one another’s burdens, and so 
fulfil the law of Christ.”° To serve Christ is to have 
righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost,‘ 

1 7 Cor. ix. 14. 2 2 Cor. i. 19. 3 Matt. v. 37; James v. 12. 
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to be seeking to please God,’ not men. So it 
becomes exceedingly probable that where Paul once 
speaks of love as the fulfilment of the law *—which is 
quite contrary to his habitual usage—he is thinking 
of the fulfilment of the law in love. Herein too he 
seems to have been a genuine disciple of Jesus—none ~ 
more so—that the true mark of Christianity for him 
was not the ecstastic form of religion, but its trans- 
formation into a power of warmest love.’ For in 
Christ Jesus neither Jewish nor Gentile natural pride 
is accounted anything but faith which works through 
love.* Paul did not make Jesus into a “law” either, 
but he understood that, in order to fulfil the law 
of Christ, one must measure oneself, one’s whole 
being, by the standard of Christ’s character. Thus 
on one occasion when he was forced by continued 
slanders to dwell upon his achievements on_ behalf 
of Christianity, he says expressly that this, his “ self- 
praise,” is not “after the Lord,”* not in accordance 
with His character—his boasting is foolish, but he is 
forced to do it in self-defence. The total impression 
of the person of Jesus which we derive from the 
Synoptists was already a living reality for Paul, and 
determined his action. 

I expressly say the Synoptists, for, in the fourth 
gospel, that of John, we have a version—or perversion 
—of the Master’s life by a disciple who has portrayed 
Him not in His self-sacrificing love, which sought 
not its own, but as the mighty, superhuman being 
demanding recognition of the Divine Sonship and 
Messianic glory. 

Gale i710; 2 Rom. xiii. 10. $1 "Con sain. 
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But the remarkable point in Paul is this. 
Although he has already heaped upon Jesus all 
the speculations of Judaism about the Messiah and 
the Son of God, and himself lived altogether in 
the “Risen Lord,” he has yet preserved the picture 
of Jesus for us very clearly and distinctly in the 
few references that he makes to Him. Here again 
we have an instance of his true inner greatness. He 
always makes straight for the heart of the matter, 
for the essential, the universal. And we have an 
instance too of the vigour and delicacy of his style. 
Clumsy as it is in expression, it is still so plastic 
and significant that even quite brief indications 
are charged with much meaning. 

How high in the heavenly hierarchy did Paul place 
the spiritual being incarnate in Jesus? Was he 
already acquainted with the later theological concep- 
tion of the divinity of Christ and of the Trinity ? 
Those who answer these questions in the affirmative, 
quote above all the passage we have already translated 
(see p. 315) from the Epistle to the Philippians, 
especially the words, “ although He was in the form 
of God,” and they emphasise the fact that it is at least 
said of Christ that He became “ equal” to God, not 
by forcible means, but by humility and self-abasement, 
for which God rewarded Him in that He “highly 
exalted” Him and gave Him “the name which is 
above every name.” But the words, “ form of God,” 
can only be used in contradistinction to “form of 
a servant,” ze. to that which is human generally, 
and all that we can conclude from it is that Jesus’ 
nature was divine, not that He was God Himself. 


Paul states explicitly a little lower down what he 
21 
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means by the “name above every other name”; it is 
“Lord,” and in it there is certainly included the idea 
of equality with God in glory and power, but only 
relatively to this present world. Another passage is 
also quoted. We have already noticed it as well. It 
is that enumeration of the high privileges of Israel 
which thus continues after the mention of the name of 
Christ: “From them (the Jews) is Christ as concern- 
ing the flesh, He that is over all (ruling) God blessed 
for ever: Amen.”! If we take the last words in 
apposition to Christ, then He would here be clearly 
designated as God Himself. But this translation is 
improbable, because it is not the heavenly being 
that is here in question, but Christ, as man, who 
sprang from the Jews. It is much better to put a 
colon at “flesh” and take the last words as referring 
to God Himself. <As in other places, so here* Paul 
ends his chapter with a doxology: The God that rules 
over all things be blessed for ever. ‘These are the 
only two passages in which we could possibly under- 
stand the apostle as speaking of Jesus as God. It is 
only later writings that do so, and they mostly in the 
form that a Christian would call Jesus “ hisGod ”* 
in his prayers and in acts of adoration. 

On the whole Jesus still stands for Paul below 
God. God has sent Him, His Son. He became 
obedient unto the Father until death. God raised 
Him up, exalted Him, and gave Him power. It is 
God from whom the Son has all things. And even 
though the Son is now equal to God and “above all 
things,” when all enemies, men, and devils have been 


1 Rom, ix. 5. 


2 E.g. Rom. xi. 36; Gal. i. 5; Rom. xvi. 27. 
3) Ege John xx2-28. 
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overcome, He shall deliver up the Kingdom again to 
the Father, and subject Himself that the Father may 
be “all in all.”' There are two separate beings: 
“God” that rules, now evermore Almighty ; and 
subordinate to Him “the Son,” who has been called 
into life and endowed with power by Him for the 
creation and redemption of mankind and the destruc- 
tion of devils. 

But how are we to understand the title “Son of 
God”? When the title was transferred later from the 
Jews to the Greeks, the Semitic use of the word 
“son” was misunderstood, and it was taken in the 
sense that this heavenly being was not created, but 
had proceeded in some mysterious manner from the 
Father’s inmost being; or it was even supposed to 
refer to the miraculous birth of Jesus. In the 
Semitic languages the word “son” is used in a 
number of secondary applications. Instead of the’ 
disciples of the Pharisee, we find, “sons of the 
Pharisees” ;? instead of subjects, “sons of the 
kingdom.”* Worldly-minded people are “sons of 
this world,” * men doomed to hell are “sons of hell,” ® 
those led astray by the devil, the possessed, are 
“sons of the devil.”° The words ‘“God’s son” and 
‘*God’s sons” (or, as A.V., children) may therefore 
mean all kind of things, they certainly imply belong- 
ing to God. Thus in the Old Testament the “sons 
of God” are the angels,’ the Jews as chosen people 
are called “‘God’s sons,” and, above all, the chosen 
ruler of the future kingdom, the Messiah, is called by 

1 1 Cor. xv, 28. 4-Matt. xiig27, 


3 Matt, viii. 12; xiii. 37. 4 Luke xvi. 8. 
5 Matt, xxiii. 15. 6 Matt. xiii, 38. 7 Gen. vi. 1-4. 
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this title. There is a complete absence of all later 
speculations as to the relation of this “Son” to the 
Father. The name merely implies that Christ 
belongs to God, stands to Him in a special relation. 
It is hard to determine what special meaning Paul 
attached to the words “Son of God.” For the most 
part he only employs it where the turn of the 
sentence suggests it to him, when he has to declare 
the relation of God to Jesus or the Christ.1_ There is 
a certain solemnity too in the expression. With 
scarcely an exception it is only used in such portions 
of the letters as are marked by an especial elevation 
of style. So in the first chapter to the Epistle to the 
Romans,’ in the fifth and eighth chapters and other 
places* where he reaches the height of his great 
argument ; in the introduction to the first Epistle to 
the Corinthians ;* in the passage just quoted from the 
fifteenth chapter describing the end of the world, in a 
very important explanation (2 Cor. i. 19); in the 
Epistle to the Galatians, in the narrative of his con- 
version® and in the exultant conclusion of the first 
part °—three times he calls God by the same solemn 
title, «The God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ.’ 
Scarcely anywhere can we determine exactly whether 
by “Son of God” Paul would designate the high and 
heavenly origin of the Messiah or the special relation 
of love in which the Christ stands to God. The 
latter is, however, plainly the meaning in some cases. 
So when Paul says God spared not His own Son,’ 


1 Except in Rom. i. 4; Gal. ii. 20; 2 Cor. i. 19, 

2 Rom. i. 3, 4, 9. > Rom. v. 10; viii. 3, 29, 32, 

4 1 Cor. i. 9. oaGaleni wl Osmiie2 O! 8 Gal. iv. 6 seq. 
‘Rom. xvnOs 2 Corn degoxt, Si 8 Rom. viii. 32. 
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that He sent Him.'! Very often, however, the word 
stands without any such expression of feeling, simply 
as a name for the Divine Being of the Messiah. But 
Paul, like Jesus, applies exactly the same word to 
Christians too, whom God has “accepted” to be His 
sons. ‘They are His sons because they have been 
accepted in Christ, “adopted” by God.’ Yet Paul’s 
declarations on this point are not very clear, for in 
another place he speaks of the sending of the Spirit 
into the heart simply as a consequence of adop- 
tion, 7.¢. this latter is merely a declaratory act 
corresponding to justification (acquittal): “ Because 
ye are sons, God sent forth the spirit of His Son into 
your hearts, crying, Abba, Father.”* And so too he 
mentions the Spirit not only as the cause of, but as 
the witness to the Divine Fatherhood in the Epistle to 
the Romans. Here are the two sentences side by 
side: ‘ As many as are led by the Spirit of God, these 
are sons of God,” and “the Spirit beareth witness 
with our spirit that we are children of God.”* In 
both cases, however, as well with regard to the 
Christians as to Christ Himself, the emphasis is on 
the high divine claim which the sons of God can 
make as beings of another world on the “ inherit- 
ance” which is reserved for them. ‘That is what 
Paul intends by the title “Son of God.” ‘There are 
no dogmatic speculations about the “divinity of 
Christ” in Paul. 

. Thus Paul never forgot the barrier between the 
Christ, even if He is the Son of God—yes, just 
because He is His Son—and God Himself. On the 

1 Gal. iv. 4; Rom. viii. 3. 2 Gal. iii, 26; iv. 5 seg. 

3 Gal. iv. 6. + Rom. viii. 14, 16, cp. viii. 19, 21. 
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other hand, he could not clearly distinguish the 
Son from the Holy Ghost. We have already 
seen the reason for this. The experiences which 
came to him as a vision of Christ are exactly the 
same as those which were ascribed to the Holy 
Ghost. He can say indifferently, “in Christ” or “in 
the Spirit.” Indeed, for his contemporaries the Spirit 
of God and God, the Spirit of Christ and Christ, can 
no longer be distinguished. 

The expression “ Spirit of God” comes down to us 
from that primitive age in which God was pictured in 
the semblance of a man, and in which it was therefore 
as natural to speak of His Spirit as it was to speak 
of His foot, eye, and ear. In that early age God 
walked in the cool of the evening in the garden of 
Eden.!| He shut the door of the ark behind Noah,” 
and had to descend from heaven in order to see what 
strange thing the children of men were building upon 
earth.? At that time every form of sickness, the 
loss of consciousness, ecstasies and visions, © were 
explained as a kind of possession by ghostly beings, 
by the souls of the living and the dead, by devils and 
angels, and by the Spirit of God. If God were both 
body and spirit, then His Spirit could “pass over” 
into a man, “seize” him—could speak and act 
through him. Such were the beliefs and thoughts 
of Israel of old. But when its faith became more 
elevated and less gross, when its old anthropomorphic 
conception of God—when Jahwe—was transformed 
into the creator of heaven and earth, then there was 
really no room left for the Spirit of God. “God is 
Spirit,” a pure spiritual being, not tied down to any 


1 Gen. iii. 8, 2 Gen. vii. 16. 3 Gen. xi. 5. 
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one spot where alone He can be worshipped. But the 
things experienced remained, and so the word re- 
mained too. “The Spirit of God” works miracles 
and cures, causes ecstasies and visions. So men 
believed in Paul’s day. Nor did the word connote 
then more than it does now. Only men’s faith then 
was more living and more powerful, and so too were 
their experiences which came to them again and again 
as effects of the Spirit of God. 

Since similar effects were also ascribed to the risen 
Lord, these two heavenly beings were naturally no 
longer clearly distinguished. Such is the chaotic 
condition in which we find Paul’s views. On one 
occasion he even says quite explicitly, “The Lord 
is the Spirit.”’ This, however, must not be pressed. 
He can and does distinguish the two beings elsewhere. 

Far less right have we to try and find any traces 
of Trinitarian doctrine in these expressions. It is 
just an old-inherited conception, a traditional usage 
combined with a new experience, which brings the 
Christ and the Spirit in such close connection. The 
doctrine of the Trinity is compelled to distinguish 
the three persons of the Godhead—especially in their 
effects—as distinctly as it has to endeavour to maintain 
the unity of substance. But in Paul the state of 
things is this. Christ and the Spirit—the Spirit of 
God and the Spirit of Christ—are merged indistinctly 
into each other, so that the same effects are ascribed 
to both, and God is sharply distinguished from both. 
‘After all He remains the highest, He is all in all. 

It is true of course that Paul already uses phrases 
in which God, Christ, and the Holy Ghost are named 

1 John iv. 24. 29 Corie 7) 
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in succession with a solemn liturgical rhythm. The 
completest of these we find in the second Epistle to 
the Corinthians, which we use every morning and 
evening in our services : 

“The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the 
love of God, and the communion of the Holy Ghost, 
be with you all.” 

Even here, however, we can see that the three beings 
do not stand on the same level. God and Christ 
give, the Holy Ghost is received in common by all. 

In the first Epistle to the Corinthians,’ St Paul uses 
the same formula to urge the Christians to unity : 

There are diversities of gifts, 

But there is one and the same Spirit. 
There are diversities of ministrations, 

But there is one and the same Lord. 
There are diversities of workings, 

But there is one and the same God 
Who worketh all things in all. 

The unity of all the gifts, and the possibility of 
employing them in well-organised work for . the 
edification of character, is based upon the unity, not 
of the three beings together, but of each in and by 
itself. We may go so far as to say that, if Paul had 
already believed that these three beings together 
formed the one Almighty God, he would have said so 
here. For it would have formed the natural conclusion 
to his argument had he been able to say: “And 
these three are one.” But as yet no one in Christen- 
dom had thought of that. 


1 1.Cor. xii. 4 seq. 
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CHAPTER XXII. 


THE PavuLInE Eruics. FounbDATION 
oF ETuics. 


_ WE have already seen that St Paul must be counted 
as one of the great discoverers in the domain of ethics. 
He made two discoveries in the course of his attempt 
to base his morality on the foundation of a law that: 
contained the unknown will of God. Try as hard as 
he would, brace his will as much as he could, he found 
it impossible to lead a truly moral life on the basis 
of the categorical imperative; a new element was 
needed, a religious transformation of the whole man 
who begins his life afresh in reliance on the loving 
Father of all men. And the second discovery, which 
was connected with the first, was this: that morality 
cannot even be presented in the shape of a law, but is 
something entirely individual, something that has 
always to be created afresh by every single man from 

his own heart. 

Yet Paul was compelled to become an ethical 
legislator and to form a regular system of ethics, 
creating new laws, and in the end forming new 
customs. The new man, conversion, love—these 


were not enough. He had to go further, he had 
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to go into details, and he had to attempt to find a 
new basis for the demands of ethics. 

We have already seen how the daily needs of his 
congregations forced him to elaborate a kind of 
sociology. It is not a true system of social ethics 
which Paul has left us. Nowhere did he face the ques- 
tion as to the moral significance of these communities 
and their right organisation. For him the only question 
is this: How can his church of God, the body of 
Christ, be preserved from party strife and schism, from 
revolution and from anarchy? He is guided in his 
inquiry by an immediate ethical feeling for the value 
of the “natural” human groups, husband and wife, 
the family, society and the State—but he does not 
examine them as a moral philosopher. It is not, after 
all, a system of social ethics, in the proper sense of the 
word, that St Paul has left us. 

St Paul’s point of view is so exclusively religious 
that morality has no independent significance in his 
theory. All faith, all religion, is nothing to him 
if it be not transmuted into love. And yet, if we 
look a little more closely, we see that morality for 
St Paul has no other aim than to keep the community 
and the individual in a condition of purity and of 
faith. As he goes forth not in order to help the 
poor and the wretched by works of love, but in order 
to save their souls through conversion, so the object 
of all works of love that they can do themselves 
is, according to his theory, simply to prevent their 
souls being lost again,—for “ no unrighteous man can 
inherit the Kingdom of God.” Paul is no reformer, 
but a missionary: this did not of course prevent 
the new morality from effecting reforms. It did 
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so by building up a church, and so moulding custom. 
But what the apostle has before his eyes is not 
a world ethically organised, a moral civilisation, but 
a world doomed to destruction, in which individuals 
saved by religion keep themselves pure and un- 
spotted. 

Herein lie the greatness and the limitations of 
his ethic in so far as it is presented in a series of 
single demands. But he was compelled to go into 
the minutest details not only because of the position 
of the infant church in the midst of a hostile world, 
but because of the character of his converts—these 
children of God and saints. It was impossible 
simply to tell them to follow the dictates of their 
conscience. A new conscience had slowly to be 
formed by a gradual transformation of the old. So 
they needed a great deal of “law” as yet. Paul 
was disciplinarian enough too to see that. He was so 
great from an ethical point of view that he was not 
afraid of being misunderstood and accused of incon- 
sistency. So he wrote no letter without its practical 
ethical part. The contents of the first part of each 
letter may be very varied—there are theoretical 
discussions, there are personal matters—but he never 
concluded a letter without giving some ethical instru- 
tion in a short summary. ‘This he does even in the 
Kpistle to the Romans, though he himself afterwards 
feels that it was likely to make a strange impression on 
readers with whom he was personally unacquainted, 
and so in this place he expressly excuses himself.! 

But it is very noteworthy with what fine art 
and with what vigorous concentration he maintains 


1 Rom, xv. 14. 
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his fundamental principles while dealing with minutiz. 
He always sets up some one general principle or ideal 
in connection with the context, and then from that 
he derives his detailed regulations. This is his 
method even when he is employing materials that 
are not his own, for the purposes of moral admonition, 
even when he recurs to the Old Testament law. 
We have already seen how he thus sets up the idea 
of the “reasonable service” in Rom. xii. A little 
later, plainly alluding to Jesus’ word about the greatest 
commandment, he summed up everything under 
the point of view of love in which “the rest of the 
law” is fulfilled, a point of view which does not, 
it is true, harmonise very well with the rest of 
his teaching about the law, and is best explained 
by the influence of the oral gospel. “Love is the 
fulfilment of the law,” 2z.e. all the demands of the law 
can be included in the one commandment of love, it 
‘fills up” the whole law, constitutes its contents— 
that would be the best translation." 

In the Epistle to the Galatians, Paul expresses 
a similar thought negatively. He does not, it is 
true, in face of the arrogant claims for the law 
which some of his readers made, say here that love 
is the fulfilment of the law, but that the law “does 
not forbid””’ those virtues which he taught as the 
right manner of action. Here again he sums up 
the single commandments—freedom, the Spirit, the 
fruit of the Spirit. These are here the unifying 
principles ; and so it is everywhere else. Thus Paul 
shows himself to have really been a theologian, who 
consciously maintained his great inner experience 


1 Rom. xiii, 8-15 seq. 2 Gal. v. 23. 
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and knew how to enunciate it in clear definitions, 
differing here too from Jesus, who has far less of 
the theologian about Him. 

An examination of St Paul’s ethical system in detail 
leaves us with very mixed feelings, besides the two 
impressions which we have already noticed — the 
renunciation of the world and the purely religious 
nature of these ethics. 

Even though, as we have seen, the absoluteness 
of Jesus’ ethical enthusiasm had been toned down 
in some particulars for the sake of a peaceable com- 
promise with the old ethics “of the world,” Paul’s 
demands still make an impression of imposing great- 
ness upon us. It is true, the command to keep 
peace is no longer unconditioned, its edge is blunted 
by the concessions, “as much as in you lies,”’ “as far 
as possible,” and the command of love begins almost 
imperceptibly to be confined to the brotherhood : 
“Tet us do good to all men, especially to them 
that are of the household of faith.”’ It is very 
natural and yet, for that very reason, it is not quite 
in the spirit of the parable of the Good Samaritan, 
who does good to the wounded man though he 
belongs to another nation and is of another creed. 
So too we have shown, in many other places in the 
preceding chapter, how, again and again, the via 
media of compromise is sought after. Yet as a 
whole the prevailing impression which St Paul’s 
moral demands make upon one is still that of a 
loftiness which cannot be exceeded, and, like Jesus’ 
words, wherever they are read and understood in 
their true sense, they contain a judgment upon our 

1 Rom. xii. 18. 2 Gal. vi. 10. 
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present “Christian” ethics: the Christian is to be 
ready to make every sacrifice, he is to abhor every 
act of violence, his only weapons wherewith to con- 
quer the world are to be the loving heart and deed : 
overcome evil with good —a _ principle which no 
present system of Christian ethics carries out in all 
its consequences. 

In politics above all the application of the maxim 
of “might is right” is considered to be morally 
justifiable and even necessary. There is no doubt 
that Jesus and Paul would have rejected it. One 
of the marks of the fellowship of His disciples, Jesus 
has told us, was precisely that they would not so act.’ 
But this is just the point where we perceive a 
second limitation of early Christian ethics, a limita- 
tion which has hitherto prevented the satisfactory 
solution of the problem. Even Jesus’ moral teaching 
turns away from social life; it is individual in its 
tendency. But Paul’s is altogether cut off from a 
national life; his ethical system is that of anarchism 
without and of a conventicle within. The vices 
and the virtues with which it is concerned are those 
of a tiny circle of believers, absolutely cut off from 
the rest of the world. It does not move along with 
the full stream of a broad life, in touch with the 
world at every point, nor has it to do with people 
who either could or would acquire any influence 
in the shaping of society or the State. That is why 
its characteristics are for the most part strongly 
negative. Read from this point of view, e.g. the 
wonderful panegyric of love in 1 Cor. xiii., even the 
positive commands have a negative character if you 

1 Mark x, 42, 
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look at their contents. Love is long-suffering (not 
quick to punish) and kind, rejoices in the truth, 
covereth all things, believeth all things, hopeth all 
things, suffereth all things. Even Rom. xii. leaves 
quite the same impression upon us. If one bears in 
mind this character of the early Christian ethics, it 
is easy to understand how Christianity has been con- 
founded with the compassionate ethics of Buddhism. 
For all that it 7s a confusion and is founded upon 
ignorance. 

One fact, however, is of supreme importance for 
the later development of Christian ethics-—that 1s, 
the limited space which Paul’s ethics covered. There 
are wide domains of human activity which lie un- 
touched, unnoticed by it. And that is why all 
manner of wild ethical ideas—pre-christian for the 
most part in their origin—have taken possession of 
these places and have covered them. What then is 
the sphere to which Paul’s moral admonitions apply ? 
Listen to a summary, ¢.g. from first Thessalonians, 
where he develops it under the comprehensive title, 
«« How one ought to walk and to please God.” 

“This is the will of God, your sanctification: (1) Ye 
shall abstain from fornication; each shail make one 
woman his wife, purely and honourably, not for the 
mere gratification of his passions, like the heathen who 
know not God. (2) Ye shall not overreach or take 
advantage of your brethren in business. For the Lord 
takes vengeance upon all who do such things. . 
(8) Concerning love to the brethren, ye have no need 
that one write unto you. ... (4) Everyone is to 
live quietly and attend to his own business. [Here 
is the passage which is directed against dreamy 


336 THE THEOLOGIAN 


idleness].!. Sexual purity, commercial morality—the 
“brother” only is mentioned, but non-Christians are 
probably not meant to be excluded—and _ brotherly 
love—such are the virtues St Paul insists upon. 
And the impression we gain from those passages, 
where the admonition is founded upon the cata- 
logues of virtues and vices, is much the same. In 
Rom. i. the “vile passions,” the sensual, come first ; 
then follow again dishonesty in trade; and then the 
list: “envy, murder, strife, lying, deceit, backbiting, 
enmity to God, insolence, haughtiness, boastfulness, 
disobedience to parents, senselessness and _ untrust- 
worthiness, hard-heartedness, unmercifulness.” In 
1 Cor. v. 11 seg. we have sexual immorality, dis- 
honesty, idolatry, abusiveness, drunkenness, extor- 
tion ; and in 1 Cor. vi. 9 seg. the same vices in rather 
more detail; in Gal. v. 19 seg., unchastity, impurity, 
indecency, idolatry, sorcery, quarrels, strife, jealousy, 
outbursts of passion, acts of rivalry, dissensions, divi- 
sions, envy, drunkenness, revelry. It is evident from 
an examination of these passages not only that St 
Paul’s eye was fixed upon a definite, restricted sphere 
of human life, but that he was here following a 
customary practice in his preaching, and possibly he 
had actual copies before him. These catalogues of 
vices in fact exactly correspond to the enumeration 
of sins which were then very common in Greek and 
Jewish popular literature—even the conclusion is the 
same, “and the like.”” Paul will have copied these 
lists not only because he needed a definite framework 
for his moral exhortations, but also because he knew 
that the ground was here best prepared in the con- 
1 i Thess, iva t=12: IGal ives, 
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sciences of his readers, and that they were ready to 
receive his teaching on these points. We must not 
therefore make the apostle and his peculiar circum- 
stances alone answerable for this limitation of his 
ethical horizon to the vices and virtues we have 
quoted, but we must realise that the morality of 
early Christianity as a whole was not simply an 
indigenous growth. In spite of all Paul’s polemics 
against the law—even in Rom. xiii. 8-10, where his 
attitude is a different one, he merely quotes from 
the ten commandments those prohibitions which are 
found in the catalogues of vices—it forced its way 
in again by means of these Hellenistic-Jewish ethical 
instructions. 

In drawing up the lists of virtues, St Paul is 
probably less dependent on the work of others, and 
that is why he writes more freshly. Such a list we 
find in Gal. v. 22. The fruit of the Spirit is love, 
joy, peace, forbearance, kindness, generosity, trust- 
fulness, gentleness, self-control. Here too there- 
fore the ideal is that of a gentle. meditative, passive 
rather than active, and creative type of morality. 
Paul said more of the militant virtues when he spoke 
of his own life, or when he thought of the individual’s 
struggle against the devil. On another occasion too 
we find him addressing these words of comfort to his 
converts at Philippi, in the midst of their manifold 
trials and sufferings : 

“Let the life of the congregation be worthy of the 
gospel of Christ: that, whether I come and see you 
or be absent, I may hear of your state; that ye stand 
fast in one spirit, striving together with one soul for 
the faith of the Gospel, in nothing Peele MO) the 
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adversaries ; to them a proof of their (everlasting) ruin, 
to you of your salvation, and that from God. For 
to you it hath been granted not only to believe in 
Christ, but to suffer for Him. So you are now 
engaged in the same struggle, which you saw in 
me and which you hear I am still maintaining.” * 
Those are bold and brave words. And surely we 
may apply to St Paul’s life, and to the lives of his 
converts, Lessing’s wise observation, that we speak least 
of those virtues which are our surest possession. Nor 
need we imagine that a morality which lays greater 
emphasis on passive endurance, while it comparatively 
disregards the active virtues, demands a less great 
effort of the will or is in any way easier: on the 
contrary. It is not only in actual warfare that the 
easiest method of defence is a lively and vigorous 
attack. 

Though he enjoins renunciation of the world, the 
apostle’s claims are not “ascetic. He nowhere makes 
morality to consist in celibacy, vegetarianism, or total 
abstinence. We have already examined this point at 
some length; it is only necessary therefore to remind 
ourselves here once more, that the only way in which 
asceticism enters into the apostle’s life or teaching 
is as a sacrifice peculiar to a special calling, it is a 
temporary service of love. Here too St Paul and 
Jesus agree. 

Still further removed from St Paul’s teaching than 
the monastic ideal—excepting the one point of celi- 
bacy—is the Buddhistic conception of asceticism—that 
redemption for man consists in withdrawing oneself 
from the things of this world. St Paul's religion is 
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not lassitude or a yearning for death, but peace 
and joy in the Holy Spirit; and where the Spirit 
is, there is freedom and strength, new, eternal life 
that never wearies. 


THE FounpaTIons or Eruics. 


However little St Paul succeeded in establishing a 
satisfactory basis for each ethical command taken 
separately, he proved himself to be a theologian of 
vigorous thought, with a perfect command of expres- 
sion in his derivation of morality as a whole from its 
religious presuppositions. 

As Nietzsche has rightly observed, you must always 
see the “for” in an ethical system, and that not only 
because of the formal reason which we have just 
noticed, but in order to understand its character 
thoroughly. We must of course learn to judge 
cautiously. In Jesus even more than in St Paul, 
the new “for” which is peculiar to both does not 
stand out clearly from the old message of threats and 
penalties of the prophets to which they attach them- 
selves. In St Paul as well as in Jesus the claims of 
morality are still supported by the sanctions of divine 
rewards and punishments. In St Paul, the theo- 
logian, a progress is however perceptible. In him 
the idea of rewards and the true inner sanction of 
morality are about equally balanced, and the thoughts 
of reward are more frequently expressed in an in- 
dividual manner. So he puts an old picture to a new 
use when he says, speaking of his fellow-labourers 
without mentioning their names, “‘ whose names are 
written in the Book of Life.”* On the other hand, it 
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is quite in the popular style—just as Jesus would have 
said—and opposed to his own usage when he adds to 
a catalogue of vices the threat: ‘They that do such 
things will not inherit the kingdom of God.”* Because 
of the promises his Corinthian converts ‘cleanse them- 
selves from all defilement of the flesh and (Holy) 
Spirit, perfecting holiness in the fear of God.”? Else- 
where St Paul has given a profounder and more peculiar 
expression to the usual apocalyptic thoughts derived 
from his early piety: ‘‘ Wherefore we faint not: but 
though our outward man is decaying, yet our inward 
man is renewed day by day. For our light affliction, 
which is for the moment, worketh for us beyond all 
expectation an eternal treasure of glory, while we 
look, not at the things which are seen, but at the 
things which are not seen; for the things which are 
seen are temporal, but the things which are not seen 
are eternal.”* In sentences such as these the idea of 
reward vanishes in a yearning which crowds all petty 
motives out of sight, filling the whole heart, and await- 
ing the heavenly treasure but as a wonderful gift, for 
the sake of which patient endurance in the misery of 
this life certainly carries its reward. 

But not even in this form does the old Jewish 
thought contain the roots of the Pauline ethics, or 
even of the theological sanction for the claims of his 
ethics. We come across this in quite different pass- 
ages— where St Paul’s opponents forced him to 
defend his doctrine of grace against unwarrantable 
deductions drawn from it: for here he was compelled 
to derive morality as something absolutely necessary 
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from the highest and the best that he possessed— 
his religion. 

The central thought in the whole chain of the 
argument is the following: The new life that has 
begun in the Christian through the Holy Ghost, the 
indwelling Christ, can be no other than moral in 
correspondence with the nature of the heavenly 
being. These are the profoundest thoughts St Paul 
ever uttered (see Rom. vi. and vii.): he is not in 
reality so much finding a theoretical sanction for his 
ethical system as giving immediate and positive utter- 
ance to his personal religion. We need not therefore 
do more than quote one or two of the incisive phrases : 
** We who died to sin, shall we any longer live there- 
in?”? <* Kven so reckon ye also yourselves to be dead 
unto sin, but alive unto Godin Christ Jesus. Let not 
sin therefore reign in your mortal body, that ye 
should obey the lusts thereof; neither present your 
members unto sin as weapons of unrighteousness, but 
present yourselves to God, as alive from the dead, 
and your members as weapons of righteousness for 
God. For sin shall not have dominion over you : for 
ye are no more under law, but under grace.”’ ‘“'There- 
fore, brethren, we are debtors, not to the flesh, to live 
after the flesh, for if ye live after the flesh ye will die: 
but if by the Spirit ye mortify the deeds of the body, 
ye shall live. For all who are led by the Spirit of 
God are sons of God.”* Here we have a “there- 
fore” and a “for” side by side, two separate and 
distinct sanctions of morality which St Paul has not 
harmonised. The first—the “therefore” — derives 
morality as that which is “due” to the redeemed 
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nature, to the possession of the new life; and the 
second—the “for”—brings forward the old Jewish 
ideas once more—the reward of everlasting life, the 
inheritance of the sons of God. So again in the 
Epistle to the Galatians we have both lines of thought 
side by side. First, the new, the Christian, wonder- 
fully distinct: “If we live by the Spirit, by the Spirit 
let us also walk.”* Then the old: ‘“‘ He that sows to 
the flesh, shall from the flesh in the course of nature 
reap corruption ; he that sows to the Spirit, shall from 
the Spirit reap eternal life.” Paul did not perceive 
that two religious systems here jostle each other— 
the Jewish religion of rewards and a legal righteous- 
ness, and the new religion of redemption and of the 
Spirit ; the religion of the second born, that is, in new- 
ness of life. But we must draw a sharp dividing line, 
and say, that in the latter religion alone is the high 
level of Christianity maintained, for in it alone we 
get beyond Judaism and every form of legal religion. 
Surely the theory that finds the sanction for morality 
in an actually experienced redemption is the only 
thought that harmonises with the apostle’s own great 
experience. 

It is interesting too to notice that man’s divine 
sonship, as a consequence of the possession of this 
Spirit, enters as an integral factor into St Paul’s ethics. 
And here he touches most closely that sanction of 
morality which was Jesus’ peculiar possession, and yet 
he does it in such a manner that we see how, starting 
from his mysticism, he has reached the same end, the 
same thoughts, by quite a different road. There is 
an allusion to this train of thought in Rom. viii.,? 
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but St Paul has expressed it most beautifully in 
Phil. ii. 15: “ Do all things without murmurings and 
disputings, that ye may be blameless and harmless, 
‘children of God without blemish’ in the midst of a 
‘crooked and perverse generation,’ among whom ye 
shine as stars in the world.” 

Could these thoughts but be carried out in any one 
of their manifold forms, we should no longer need to 
state morality in terms of the categorical imperative, 
but in the shape of simple statements. The religious 
man “ought” not to be moral, he is moral—that is a 
fundamental Christian thought. Nevertheless the 
categorical imperative has always been needed—in 
any case it has had a very hardy life—not only now by 
us who have to educate children, but also in early 
Christianity, where whole congregations had to be 
educated. And so Paul wavers not only between the 
ethics of redemption and of retribution, but also 
between the assertion that morality is a natural and 
necessary consequence of religion, and the traditional 
method, wherein he uses religious ideas as motives, and 
maintains one must be moral because of one’s religion. 
If we read passages such as Rom. vi. or vili., or even 
Gal. v., we shall easily perceive this constant vacil- 
lation. It is very difficult to decide what Paul really 
considered the normal Christian life to be. Was it to 
be perfectly sinless or not? Passages such as, “The 
flesh lusteth against the (Holy) Spirit and the Spirit 
against the flesh: they are opposed to each other, so 
that ye do not what ye would,”' do not in any case 
warrant the statement that Paul believed, like Luther, 
that a new Adam had to be born daily. For in the 
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verse immediately preceding, we read, ‘‘ Walk by the 
Spirit, and ye shall certainly not fulfil the lusts of the 
flesh.” And he assures the Corinthians, “God is 
faithful: He will not suffer you to be tempted above 
that ye are able, but will with the temptation make 
also the way of escape, that ye may be able to endure 
it.”2 So then Paul’s ideal will have been sinlessness, 
but in face of the actual condition of his congrega- 
tions he could not conceal from himself that they were 
still very “carnal.”* And yet he could also use 
language indicating not only that Christians ought 
to be sinless, but that they actually were so, and could 
not be otherwise. Just as “necessity is laid upon 
him,” so he says of others that, being free from sin, 
they have become “slaves” of righteousness or of 
God ;* that having died unto the law, they have 
become the “ property” of Him who was raised from 
the dead, that they might bring forth fruit unto God.* 
He even speaks of a “law of the spirit of life,” which 
set him free° from the other law of sin and of death. 
It appears as if one form of compulsion had only 
made room for another, but these strong expressions 
are all based upon the experience of his conversion. 
They must always be taken together with those others 
which correspond more nearly to the facts of daily 
life—not till then have we the full expression of the 
morality which is to be characteristic even of the 
new religion. 

But St Paul is not content merely to lay down 
these central thoughts, just as little when he is 
establishing the basis of his ethical system as when 
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he is defending his religious experience. Each 
doctrinal theory has its practical consequence most 
skilfully indicated. From the doctrine of justifica- 
tion he infers, “‘ Ye were slaves of sin, but being freed 
from it, ye have become slaves of righteousness ” ;+ 
or, “ Ye, brethren, were called for freedom, only use 
not your freedom as an opportunity for self-indulgence 
(in selfish misuse) but serve each other in love.”? 
And still more distinctly from the theory of redemp- 
tion he draws this sanction: “Or know ye not that 
your body is a temple of the Holy Ghost, which 
is in you, which ye have from God, and that ye are 
not your own. Ye were bought with a price: 
glorify God therefore with your body.”* It is God 
that accomplished the work; the Christian’s duty * 
is therefore to live unto God and to serve Him, to 
serve God, the Lord, the Redeemer.’ 

There is a slight touch of ecclesiasticism in the 
expression ‘worthy of God or the Gospel,”® but 
even so morality is still based upon the centre of 
religious life, without any thought of reward. 

Unlike Luther, St Paul has not made use in this 
connection of the motive of gratitude to God who 
has done such great things for His children. But 
_ it amounts to very nearly the same thing when 
Paul speaks of the sacrifice of the body, which is 
to be rendered to God in memory of His mercy.’ 

In the preceding chapter, we have seen that when 
St Paul sets up individual ethical demands, he is 
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dependent upon the law and upon Hellenistic models. 
His ethical system would only have been complete 
if he had been able to derive it, in its particular as 
well as its general outline, from the Christian’s great 
and novel experience. It is not merely a question of 
the symmetry of his theological system—that is a 
very subordinate matter—but it would have made 
all the difference for Christianity if its first theo- 
logian could have developed a new ideal of life in 
the beauty of completeness and in perfect clearness, 
and derived it from the new contents that life had 
acquired. This, however, was not done. 

Only here and there do we find some few in- 
effectual attempts to prove that this or that particular 
rule of morality depends necessarily on the new 
religion. ‘Thus, above all, St Paul based the great 
central claim of brotherly love on purely religious 
grounds—not, primarily at any rate, on the idea that all 
Christians are God’s children, and therefore brethren, 
though it may have been present to his mind also, 
but clearly and plainly on that thought to which 
we have so often referred, on the common possession 
of the Holy Ghost, of Christ, who makes of all 
Christendom one great body, so that each individual is 
a member, whose sufferings must rouse the sympathy 
of all others, in whose joy all share alike, and who 
thus serves, and is meant to serve, all others.! 

Paul made another similar attempt to substan- 
tiate the law of chastity. There were already men 
in the church then, as there were for many long years 
afterwards, who wished to carry over into the new 
Christian ethics the popular idea of the morality of 
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the ancient world: free sexual intercourse was a thing 
quite outside of the sphere of morality, it was some- 
thing altogether “natural,” just as eating and drinking, 
and did not affect the inner man, the religious subject. 
“Everything is lawful,” free love just as much as the 
eating of meat offered to idols; nothing can rob the 
redeemed, the new-born man, who has the sacrament 
and thereby everlasting life, of his divine kinship, his 
life. St Paul set himself sternly against this sense 
of religious security which rushed to meet half-way 
the natural instincts of mankind—to which the sacra- 
mental conception of religion inevitably leads. He 
alleges three reasons against it: (1) Eating and 
drinking cannot be included with sexual licence under 
the same category of “natural wants.” Food only 
concerns the belly, and will perish with it, as will 
flesh and blood generally. But sexual inter- 
course affects the whole ‘body,’ and the body be- 
longs to the Lord, who will once raise it up. ‘This 
is just an evasion. But the other two reasons are not 
much better: (2) The Christian’s body is a member 
of the Lord; the Christian dare not therefore 
give this body to another, but in sexual intercourse 
“the two become one flesh.” But this argument 
would make marriage—especially marriage with a 
heathen partner — impossible, and Paul expressly 
allowed such marriages and desired them to continue. 
(3) He expresses the same thought, substituting, as 
we might readily expect, the Holy Ghost for Christ : 
“Or know ye not that your body is a temple of 
the Holy Spirit that dwelleth in you, which Spirit ye 
have from God? And ye are not your own, for ye are 
bought with a price. Glorify God therefore in your 
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body.” This third reason appears to our feelings the 
least unsatisfactory, but that simply because, to start 
with, we understand by “Holy Ghost” a moral 
power, and consider chastity to be moral. But in 
St Paul’s case the argument is a religious one, and 
is really only a repetition of the second reason: As 
belonging to God and the Spirit, the body may not 
be given to the woman.’ 

Kither the argument goes too far and then marriage 
is attainted — and certainly Paul only “suffers” 
marriage—or it does not go far enough. For the 
apostle, who stood under the influence of the tradi- 
tion of his own people, the free love of the Greeks was 
something altogether abhorrent and immoral. That 
was his real reason. 

To this day Christian ethics suffer here from a 
great lacuna. The difficult problems which are raised 
in this domain by modern inquirers in opposition to 
the traditional Christian morality are not treated with 
the earnestness, thoroughness, and openness that they 
deserve. Through our indolent prudery we have 
suffered a pestilent bog to be formed in the midst of 
our people, we have allowed a very upas-tree to grow 
up which is poisoning our national life. It is high 
time that theology too should begin to think a little 
more seriously of these difficult questions on a 
scientific basis, should try and substantiate better the 
claims of Christian morality in particular instances, 
should show why it is necessary to maintain the ideal 
here if life is to continue, and how the ideal is to be 
implanted in the minds and hearts of the young. By 
our ostrich-like procedure with regard to these ques- 
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tions we actually thrust the young into the bog by 
leaving them to seek enlightenment in these matters 
from their corrupted companions or older school- 
fellows. This must be changed. Both church and 
school must learn to meet this all-important question 
of our social life more openly and more thoroughly 
than they have done in the past. 

But not only here; in almost every domain of 
ethics the most thorough, and in some respects the 
most important, work for our present-day Christianity 
remains to be done. In the face of our modern 
civilisation, the mass of the unsolved problems that 
the age of the Reformation has handed down to us 
becomes very formidable, and the ethics of the con- 
venticle are as little adapted to our wants as the 
belief that the State is the servant of the Church and 
the executive of Christian morality. The modern 
State is no longer that. The State claims to be out- 
side of and above all creeds. What we need, more 
than anything else, is that our ethics should be based 
throughout clearly and distinctly on the idea of love. 
Then we shall have an ideal of life which we shall be 
able to acknowledge as a symmetrical whole, instead 
of misunderstood law and obsolete traditional custom. 

By the side of this theoretical basis of morality the 
most important incentive is to be found in the imita- 
tion of Christ. Even as early as St Paul, the 
imitation of Jesus is a constantly recurring demand. 
Nor do we find it merely in such general thoughts as 
that which we have already examined, that we should 
look upon ourselves as dead with Christ, and therefore 
also as risen with Him to a new moral life,! but it is 
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applied to particular cases. Every one is to live so 
as to please his neighbour, not himself; he is to act 
for his neighbour’s good, for his edification, Just as 
Christ lived not to please Himself, but willingly took 
upon Himself all suffering and every kind of reproach ; 
as the Scripture says, “'The reproaches of them that 
reproached thee fell upon me.”' Just as Christ 
received us by becoming a “ minister” of the circum- 
cision, by becoming incarnate and suffering Himself 
to be circumcised in order to help others, so we 
should receive each other.2. The incarnation is fre- 
quently employed in this manner, as an_ ethical 
pattern, even such a detail as in the case of contribut- 
ing to the great collection for the poor. Surely you 
do not forget the goodness of our Lord Jesus Christ ! 
How that for our sake He became poor (incarnate), 
although He was rich (in the divine glory in heaven), 
that ye through His poverty might become rich.’ 
But above all it is the humility of the Lord from 
heaven that St Paul holds up to his Philippians with 
such winning impressiveness: “If therefore there is 
any encouragement in Christ, if there is any persuasive 
power in love, if there is any fellowship in the Spirit, 
if there is any tenderness or pity, then make my 
happiness complete: be united, have the same love, 
be of one heart and one soul, do nothing in a spirit of 
faction or from vanity, but in humility let each look 
upon the other as better than himself: do not regard 
your own interests exclusively, but always consult the 
interests of others as well. Let the spirit of Christ 
Jesus be yours also. Did He not... empty Him- 
self (of His glory) and take upon Himself the form of 
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a slave?”* Let us notice, by the way, the conception 
of humility as it appears here and in other passages 
where Paul praises this virtue. It is not a humility 
that is incompatible with genuine moral pride, that 
makes itself cheap and is hypocritical, but it is the 
child of love and finds its true sphere of work in 
peacefulness and readiness to serve, in opposition to 
all factiousness, conceit, and vanity. From the fact 
that this motive of the imitation of Christ appears so 
frequently in the apostle’s letters, we may infer that 
it formed an important factor in his preaching. It 
was of course a good deal easier to understand than 
the intricate theories upon which morality is usually 
based. 

Paul often expressed this same motive still more 
simply—Do as I do: “Be ye imitators of me.” 
Here again he did not mean slavish literal copying. 
Perhaps there was no other way in which his con- 
gregations better realised the fact that morality is an 
individual art requiring a delicate appreciation, than 
when the great contrast between the demands which 
the apostle made upon himself and those he made 
upon his converts came home to them. He had 
to fulfil every claim made by the most fervent 
enthusiasm. He did not marry: his converts were 
at least suffered to marry. He had no quiet settled 
calling: they were ordered to have one. He took 
no money for his teaching: in the case of the other 
apostles he finds working for hire perfectly natural. 
He was always coming into conflict with the State: 
of his converts he demands the strictest obedience. 
Indeed to be his true follower one needed to copy 
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the pattern of his life, not mechanically, but to 
assimilate it in heart and mind, as “he also” had 
done that “ of Christ.” 

A man must have a conscience free from reproach 
and some pride to say, “Be my imitators.” Had 
Paul a right to use such words? Are not his letters 
full of violent accusations against his enemies? And 
has not the last great opponent of Christianity painted 
him in his Antichrist as animated by the low and 
mean instinct of revenge felt by the disinherited for 
golden Rome? Has he not branded his faith and 
his hope, his message of love and goodwill, as hidden 
hatred and the common envy of the Tschandala 
caste? Whom are we to believe? His old and his 
new enemies or his words? ‘This question we will 
endeavour to answer by now finally placing the 
apostle’s picture before us, simply as he was as man, 
apart from his weighty sayings about the new religion 
and apart from the work of his calling. 


THE MAN. 


CHAPTER XXIII. 


Dross. THE ApostLe’s Human GREATNESS. 
Winnine Love. 


Ir is true that even while we were considering 
the apostle, as he manifested himself outwardly, 
as he laid bare the supremest hours of his spiritual 
life, vindicating and defending them as_ prophet 
and as theologian, as he proclaimed his faith, won 
hearts, and welded together his converts with 
moral earnestness and shrewd common sense in one 
great fellowship—it was one side of the man Paul 
that engaged our thoughts and feelings. But we 
have other, more directly human demands on him. 
His epistles are the outcome of his great hours 
when he focussed his experience as a whole— 
the expression of his highest ideals. But how did 
he stand himself with regard to these ideals? We 
certainly are not going to “judge” him. He has 
pronounced these words which show such deep 
insight: “To me it is a very small thing that I 
should be judged by you or by any human court. 
Indeed I do not even judge myself; for I am 
conscious of nothing against myself: not that 
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is the Lord.”? A man cannot judge even him- 
self justly, to acquit or condemn; a Higher than he 
searches the hearts and our capacities and inheritance 
of faults and virtues from our forefathers and from 
humanity. 

Perhaps, however, it will not appear presumptuous 
if we refuse to stop short in our study of the man 
Paul at the results gathered from his achievements in 
his vocation. Moral and religious prophets have to 
submit to a closer scrutiny ; we want to see how far 
the ideals they proclaim were realised in themselves ; 
for the influence they exercise upon the souls of men 
lies in the fact not of their teaching something, but of 
their living something. Above everything else they 
must submit to the inquiry, how they transformed 
and ennobled their natural aptitudes of temperament 
and endowment according to the ideals which they 
preached. 

Yet, after all, it is not only this legitimate demand 
for a clear insight into the power of a new faith over 
a great human heart, but something far more tender 
and intimate, which impels us to penetrate even to 
the inner recesses of this heart: even our admiration, 
and the love that Paul has won from us, if we have 
rightly understood him as prophet, apostle, teacher, 
and organiser. Thus, for example it is, to begin with, 
readily comprehensible that we should wish to know 
what was the outward appearance of the man whose 
inner life and energy have been so much in our minds, 
and have exercised so great an influence upon all the 
Western world. On this point, however, it is not 
possible to discover anything more than what we 
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have already given in the section on Paul as preacher. 
Neither will we speak here at greater length about 
his ailment ; at various points in the story we have 
insisted upon its significance in his life. His con- 
temporary Jewish - Christian adversaries, and those 
who in our own day still hate him for his teaching, 
imagine they can account for his faith very simply 
by such terms as disease, insanity, hysteria ; but, as we 
have seen, in doing so they are quite as unjust as if 
they imagined they could put down Ceasar or 
Napoleon as madmen likewise because they suffered 
from a like disease. It is just the men of genius 
who must needs frequently pay their tribute to the 
limitations of human greatness by having to endure 
such a “messenger of Satan.” The only influence 
his malady may have had was on the particular form 
in which Paul realised his religion, so that with him 
it broke out in trance and vision. But: even this can 
hardly be ascertained with accuracy, for men who 
are perfectly healthy can also have visions and fall 
into trances. Goethe himself, the man that seems 
to us so unruffled and serene, so self-contained and 
well-balanced, and who certainly had the soundest of 
health, was yet not without such visions. For a 
fair estimate of the apostle, we must not look at this 
morbid tendency of his, but rather at the clearness of 
his moral judgment and at the strength of will with 
which he endured and overcame the “messenger of 
Satan.” His heroic nature, the dominating power of 
his personality, which he manifested outwardly to 
others in conversion and “signs,” stand out all the 
more brightly on the sombre background of his 
infirmity, and the words he once heard in prayer as 
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a response from God, “ My strength is made perfect 
in weakness,”! should be written as the motto to 
Paul’s life. 

Dross. 

The apostle’s vehement temperament was never | 
completely subdued by his ideal: “ Peace, joy, love, 
long-suffering, gentleness.” Even as a Christian he 
could still hate hotly, damn and curse passionately. 
True, this man no longer knows personal hatred and 
individual vengeance, yet even then too, when he 
launches anathema at the opponents of his sacred 
cause, we can hardly any longer recognise him. 
The “woe” of Jesus® has certainly quite a different 
sound from His apostle’s words, such as these: “ Yet 
even if we, or if an angel from heaven, were to 
preach to you contrary to what I have preached unto 
you, may he be accursed! I have said it before and 
I repeat it now: If anyone preaches another gospel 
to you, may he be accursed.”* Or, when he concludes 
his first Epistle to the Corinthians with these words: 
“If any man loveth not the Lord, let him be 
anathema.”*® Love and execration side by side, 
surely not after the same mind as was in Christ 
Jesus! Just such zeal for the good cause brought 
forth at a later period that terrible “love” of the 
Church which paled the heretic to the stake. Paul 
too wanted to strike a sinner dead by his curse,— 
true in a case that was “ unheard of even among the 
Gentiles.”* As yet it was grave moral delinquencies 
that were under his consideration, or hypocrisy that 
only feigned to be Christian, or the defeat of Chris- 
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tianity through the inroads of Judaism,—as yet it is 
not subtle points of dogma, for the sake of which 
he calls for a malediction of death or everlasting per- 
dition on the wicked brother: but when once we err 
from the way of merciful love even to the most 
worthless, there is no stopping still. Formerly a 
fanatic, to whom even what was most horrible readily 
appeared “to the glory of God,” he certainly did 
learn quite a different conduct as a Christian with 
regard to those who differed from himself in matters 
of faith; yet now and again the old hard and cruel 
man breaks out against the “false brother.” 

Paul stands again in similar violent contrast to 
Jesus in the matter of his frequent oaths and asser- 
vations, so entirely different from the triumphant 
clearness, candour, and truthfulness of Jesus. How 
kingly are Jesus’ words about the slanders His 
enemies circulated against Him. They say: “ When 
He goes to visit publicans and sinners, He does so 
in order to gormandise and indulge Himself.” How 
does He answer them? ‘“ Whereunto shall I lken 
this generation? It is like unto children sitting in 
the market-places, and calling out to their playmates : 
We piped unto you, and ye did not dance ; we wailed, 
and ye did not beat your breasts. For John came 
neither eating nor drinking (living as an ascetic), and 
they said, He hath a devil! The Son of Man came 
eating and drinking and they said: Behold, a glutton- 
ous man and a winebibber, a friend of publicans 
and sinners.”' Paul is fain to defend himself other- 
wise. He too can be proud and majestic, but he 
is always excited and vehement; he does not stand 

1 Matt. xi. 16-19; Luke vii. 31-34. 
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superior to all reproaches in purity aloof. No, he must 
passionately plead for credence. Take the second 
Epistle to the Corinthians, especially the four final 
chapters, in connection with this point of view, and 
the difference from Jesus will at once become patent. 
As we have seen, Paul himself knew this, and felt 
that what he did was not “after the Lord,”} “as the 
Master would,’ but he deemed it necessary ‘to 
become a fool” because he was jealous for his con- 
gregation with a godly jealousy.” His nature is not 
harmonious ; passion carries him away, and his speech 
is not invariably the clear, calm expression of what 
was best in his character. A certain softness and 
pliancy in dealing with his personal opponents con- 
tributed to strengthen their accusation that he was 
double-tongued. And then unfortunately he often 
has recourse to that old weapon of his own and of 
all peoples—the oath—of which Jesus in His plain 
way said it came of the evil one;* for it is only a 
compulsory truth-telling, forced from an insincere 
nature. Paul’s oath, “God is my witness,” may on 
many occasions merely have been an old Jewish 
habit ; sometimes he may have used it to strengthen 
an appeal to his readers’ hearts, as when he assures 
the Romans—calling God to witness—that he always 
prays for them ;‘ for all that it remains a bad habit, 
and causes a certain repulsion in us, especially when 
Paul makes use of this expression to assure his 
congregation of his love.’ Its use is more pardonable 
when he has to defend himself against base re- 
proaches ;* yet even then we feel that it is scarcely 


2 Corexint 7: Eo sCOPe xielyseg, 3 Matt. v. 37. 
* Rom. i. 9 seq. Phils 6 1 Thess. ii. 5—10. 


DROSS 359 


worthy of his own better self when he thus defends 
himself against an almost silly reproach: “I call 
God to witness against my own soul that it was 
only to spare you I did not come to Corinth.” ! 

We have also seen already that Paul did not 
always do full justice to his opponents in con- 
troversy. He neither appreciated their motives 
nor the strength of their historical position, which 
they derived from the essentially more conservative 
relation of Jesus to the law. But Paul had the 
spirit of history on his side, and the essence of the 
Gospel of Jesus as well. 

Perhaps it is a law of universal history that wher- 
ever a great and new idea is to be realised, its 
advocates cannot “do justice,” cannot see every 
side of the question, cannot fully understand their 
adversaries’ historical development. On one occasion 
when Paul had gone too far in a personal dispute— 
he had been insulted by a Corinthian—he confessed 
his error and gave way to the decision of the con- 
.gregation, which was unfavourable to the infliction 
of that punishment on his opponent which he had 
desired. At least it is possible to take the passage 
2 Cor. i. 10 in this sense. Or it may be merely 
this. The majority of his converts at Corinth had 
acted with great severity towards the offender. The 
- apostle wishes them to take advantage of his own readi- 
ness to forgive, and impresses this upon them with 
a charm of style which he knows well how to employ. 
The first verse of this somewhat obscure chapter 
seems to favour this interpretation. 

Lastly, we must repeat once again, that his keen 

lg Cor, i: 23. 
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intellect and his Pharisaic training led him to 
employ more than one quibble, of which it is hard to 
imagine that they were more to him than mere means 
in his controversies about the letter of Scripture. 

But having said this, we have exhausted our 
enumeration of the defects of Paul’s great qualities 
and of those remnants of the old man, due to 
previous education or to inheritance, which had not 
yet been “ made new.” 


Tue ApostLE’s HuMAN GREATNESS. 


And surely these remnants vanish into infinitesi- 
mally small proportions when we compare them 
with the human, lovable features in the apostle’s 
character. Whoever reads Paul’s letters with an 
open mind and not in search of texts, is sure to be 
deeply impressed by the force of his character, by 
the passion of his feelings, and the strength of his 
will. But such too was the impression he made on all 
with whom he came into contact during his lifetime. 
It is not only the tradition about his “miracles” 
that bears witness to this. We have besides the 
travel-document of one of his companions, to which 
we have already referred. It contains for the most 
part dry entries concerning the places visited and 
the length of the apostle’s stay in each: but inter- 
spersed between these are pictures of the apostle’s 
sayings and doings, and in these naive accounts we 
can plainly read the awe and the veneration which 
the writer felt for the great man in whose journeys 
and sufferings he was permitted to share. 

He tells us how at Philippi, a demon of divination, 
which had entered into a certain maid, met the apostle. 


THE APOSTLE’S HUMAN GREATNESS 361 


For many days the hysterical girl runs screaming 
through the streets after the apostle and his com- 
panions, until at length the apostle adjures the demon, 
bidding him come forth: “ And the demon came out 
that very hour.”’ But greater things than these 
the apostle could do in the eyes of his companions. 
It was on his journey to Jerusalem that Paul 
preached at Troas in the upper room of a house 
till far on into the night. A young man had sat 
down in the window and had fallen asleep. He 
moved so that he fell—it was from the third story— 
and was picked up dead. Paul hurried down, threw 
himself upon him, embraced him and said: “ Be not 
afraid, his life is in him.”? So the men related to 
each other in awed whispers, and all remembered 
that in like manner the great Elisha had awakened 
from the dead the son of the Shunammite.’ All 
believed that they had here beheld one raised from 
the dead. It would have seemed to them absurd, 
and a mark of unbelief, to ask whether the apostle’s 
words did not point to something different, and 
whether the man ,had not merely been stunned or 
had fainted. But the great man did not only do 
miracles, he was also proof against all dangers which 
are fatal to other mortals. In the island of Malta, 
the apostle is placing a bundle of sticks on a fire 
when a viper crawls out because of the heat and 
fastens on him. ‘Then his companion gives us a 
graphic picture how the “barbarians” sit round the 
fire with horror on their countenances, gazing at the 
apostle: “No doubt this man is a murderer. He 
has just escaped from the sea, but justice will not 
1 Acts xvi. 16-18. 2 Acts xx. 7-12. 3 2 Kings iv. 34. 
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let him live.” But he shook off the beast into the 
fire, and no harm came to him. They expected the 
wound to gangrene, or that he would suddenly 
fall down dead. When they had waited a long 
time and perceived that nothing amiss happened to 
him, they changed their minds and said that he was 
a god. How vividly the story is told! How imper- 
ceptibly our attention is drawn to the notoriously 
poisonous nature of the beast! And yet again, 
with what art the author omits to tell us whether 
the serpent bit Paul’s hand or not: “it fastened on 
his hand.” It made no difference to him, who 
admired and revered the apostle. It was only the 
divine power possessed by his hero that could 
possibly have miraculously preserved him from 
certain death from the poisonous serpent.’ 

Such was the atmosphere of the miraculous which 
surrounded the apostle even during his lifetime---as 
it does every saint. We realise the power of his 
personal influence, his strength of will, yet more 
clearly, however, through the position of authority 
which he occupies on the sea voyage in the midst 
of the dangers of shipwreck. As an experienced 
traveller, he warns the sailors before starting.” When 
the storm bursts upon them, and every one else on 
board the big, closely packed transport has lost his 
head, it is Paul again who is alone calm and uncon- 
cerned. Still more, when all despair, he, the prisoner, 
the despised Jew, steps into their midst and says: 
“Friends, I urge you to be of good heart. For 
last night an angel of the God to whom I belong and 
whom I serve came to me and said, ‘ Fear not, Paul, 


1 Acts xxviii. 1-6. 2 Acts xxvii. 10. 
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thou shalt stand before Cesar; and behold, God hath 
granted thee the lives of all thy fellow-travellers.’ So 
do not lose heart, friends. I believe God. It shall 
be as it was told me. We must be cast upon an 
island.” And when at nightfall they come near to 
the land and are still in great danger, and the sailors 
treacherously intend to leave the ship, it is again 
Paul who calls the attention of the captain of the 
soldiers to the danger which threatens them all. He 
advises the exhausted men to take something to eat, 
and makes so deep an impression on the captain of 
the cohort, that he saves not only his own, but his 
fellow-prisoners’ lives, when the soldiers would rather 
kill them than run the risk of their escaping by 
swimming away.’ 

Such was the apostle as he presented himself to his 
companions in travel. A man of great trust in God, 
to whom visions were vouchsafed and who possessed 
miraculous powers, leading a charmed life in the 
midst of danger: withal a man wise in council, with 
a profound knowledge of human nature, quick in 
action and perfectly fearless, towering above all 
around him, even in his bonds. 

The key to this invincible personal influence was 
that he himself, as we have seen, had an unshaken 
confidence in God and his mission. He shared his 
disciples’ belief, felt that he was full of a mysterious, 
miraculous force, even Christ, and that he was pre- 
served by God in a wonderful manner against all 
dangers. But a faith like this, firm as a rock, and 
that moves mountains, never fails to exercise an 
incomparably powerful influence upon the souls of 

1 Acts xxvii. 31, 33-42 seq. 
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men and multiplies the effect of natural courage and 
inborn vigour to an infinite degree. 


Tur ApostTLE’s WINNING LOVE. 


But these impressions of heroic strength and 
energy, of ardent vehemence and glowing passion, 
form but one side of the apostle’s character. As we 
examine a little more attentively, as we look a little 
more deeply, there rise slowly, like thin vapours 
from the heavy masses of these first impressions, yet 
other facts which point to a tender, delicate, and 
loving personality and one of a peculiarly winning 
charm. 

Like sweet-smelling flowers, these tender, loving 
phrases are scattered over the rugged, stony slopes of 
Paul’s letters; and some there are who, as they read 
them, are at first so surprised that they are rather 
inclined to attribute them to the apostle’s keen 
intellect than to his inmost being. ‘There can be 
no doubt that few men in all antiquity had a pro- 
founder knowledge of human nature than this man 
who had himself suffered and experienced so much, 
who had wrestled for his soul with God and with 
devils, and had thea found in that soul of his an un- - 
fathomable well of everlasting truth. The sterner 
his own wrestling had been, the deeper the wound he - 
had inflicted on himself, the finer was his understand- 
ing for others, the more enthralling the power of his 
words, which he knew how to choose with a nice 
calculation of their effect. 

We have already had occasion to notice many illus- 
trations of this side of the apostle’s character, especially 
in the section on the origin of the Church. Even 
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in his liturgical prayers we can observe the fineness 
of his style and the nicety of his psychological calcu- 
lation. For we are not only to look upon the prayers, 
with which he commences his letters, as the expres- 
sion of his own heartfelt piety, they are intended also 
to open the hearts of his readers to him. Thus he 
wins over the Romans, who are strangers to him, by 
forging as it were a double chain of prayer round 
them and himself. As he begins by assuring them that 
he prays for them without ceasing, so at the close of 
the letter he begs them in turn again for their prayers 
for his ministry." And when he thanks God for the 
spiritual gifts and the manifestations of the Spirit 
with which He has blessed the Corinthians,’ he cer- 
tainly does not do so without the nicely calculated 
intention of implanting the belief that he attached no 
small value to these gifts or to those who possessed 
them, even though he was afterwards compelled to 
impose limitations upon them. It was with the same 
intention that he assured them, in the course of his 
letter, that he counted himself entirely as one of them- 
selves—yes, he spoke with a tongue more than they. 
all, and yet he put upon himself a greater constraint 
than he demanded of them;’ and when he comes to 
sum up the whole matter, he expressly forbids the 
speaking with tongues to be entirely discouraged.* 
Nor is the nicety with which he dispenses his 
praise less remarkable. He knows that there are 
no more powerful levers in education than praise 
administered rarely but with discrimination, and entire 
trust: posswnt quia posse videntur. At least he acts 
1 Rom. i. 8 seq. ; xv. 30 seq. Ze I Corsi 9: 
PleConaxiven Lon LOmwmies eal CopyxivensO: 
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in accordance with these maxims. A specially good 
illustration of the skill with which he adapts his style 
to the object in view is to be found in the passages 
where he urges his converts to contribute to the poor 
at Jerusalem. Not only does he promise the fulness | 
of God’s blessings upon them if they persevere,’ not 
only does he reassure the anxious—the good man 
scatters, yet God ever supplies his needs afresh *—but 
he stimulates them to make fresh exertions by hold- 
ing up to them the example of other churches. “ We 
want to tell you, brothers, about the goodness God 
has shown to the churches in Macedonia; how, tried 
though they were by many a trouble, their overflowing 
happiness (caused by their new faith) and their deep 
poverty resulted in a flood of generosity. I can bear 
witness that, to the full extent of their power, and even 
beyond it, of their own free will too, they earnestly 
appealed to us for permission to take a part in this 
grace and ministry to the saints. And (they gave) 
not (only as much) as we might have expected—no, 
they first gave themselves to the Lord and to us in 
accordance with God’s will. ‘This led me to urge upon 
Titus that, as he had begun this ‘grace,’ he should 
also complete it, and that in you.”* And then he adds, 
with much delicacy, that no idea of compulsion is 
present in his mind: “I say this not as a command- 
ment”; nor does he ask them to give beyond 
their power: ‘God loveth a cheerful giver.”* But his 
most effective argument is the information that he 
stimulated the Macedonians to make especial efforts 
by telling them, “Achaia was ready a year ago.” 


12 (Cor) ix, 0-0) 2 2 Cor. ix. 10 seq. 
32 Cor. viii, 1-9. 22 Cor-vili- 8-15 etixe 7 
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This is one of those cases where we see clear traces 
of the diplomatist in Paul. He spurred on the 
Macedonians by his praise of the Corinthians, and the 
Corinthians with the praise of the Macedonians. Did 
both quite deserve it? In any case he is not quite 
sure of the Corinthians, hence the great stress laid by 
the apostle on the contribution in his letter, and the 
mission of Titus and his companions, lest his boast 
should turn out to be unfounded in case any Mace- 
donians accompanied them.’ 

Very skilful too is his treatment of the factions at 
Corinth, especially the way in which he is careful 
never to leave out Apollos, always mentioning him in 
the same breath as himself, treating him on a perfect 
footing of equality, and facing the divided church (z.e. 
his own adherents and those of Apollos) hand in hand 
with “his brother Apollos.”’ In the last chapter too, 
Apollos, who is staying with the apostle, seems to be 
quite united with him and opposed to the leaders of 
his own party at Corinth.? If we read chaps. 2-4 
of the first Epistle to the Corinthians from this point 
of view, we shall not fail to admire the delicacy of 
touch with which every word and every metaphor is 
inserted in the argument. Paul planted; Apollos 
watered. Paul laid the foundation; Apollos built 
upon it. The work of both will be tested, not by the 
Corinthians, but by God. All that one looks for in 
stewards is that they be found faithful. Everywhere 
Paul combines the full and proud consciousness of 
what he was for the congregation with the most 
delicate reserve and the nicest discrimination in the 
use of words. He weighs every expression, for, without 


“1 2 Cor. ix. 2-5. 2 1 Cor, iii. and iv. 31 Cor) xvi. 12: 
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offending Apollos, he has to show his partisans that 
they are in the wrong. 

Many more illustrations might be given. These 
few will suffice. One’s attention need but be called 
to the point, and as one reads the letters carefully, one 
will not fail to notice instances in abundance. 

It is quite true then that it is the apostle’s keen 
insight and foresight that make of him such a master 
of style and enable him to play so cleverly on the 
souls of men. But it would be altogether a mistake 
to imagine that cleverness here accounts for every- 
thing. On the contrary. Fineness and delicacy of 
touch are only genuine when they issue from a loving 
and lovable heart. True charm of manner is inborn ; 
it can be as little acquired as a man can learn to be a 
gentleman. It is no mere surface quality, like routine 
and cleverness. You must dig deep down. Such is 
the apostle’s wonderful goodness, the tenderness of 
his heart, which is ever making its way through all 
obstacles—just as the sun bursts brightly into sight 
after a heavy thunderstorm—when his passion has 
vented itself in fierce anger and bitter resentment and 
irony with words that wound and terrify. 

It is especially in his most passionate letters, e.g. 
that to the Galatians and the last four chapters of the 
second Epistle to the Corinthians, that the effect is 
exceedingly surprising and charming when he thus 
suddenly veers round. 

In two passages in the Epistle to the Galatians he 
interrupts himself, while he is marshalling his heavy 
array of facts and hurling forth his masses of thoughts 
with all the weight of his apostolic calling and with all 
the passion of a heart quivering with anger and with 
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anxious love, in order to appeal to his converts 
who are forsaking him, by all that is dearest, by 
their old love for him and their admiration for him. 
After the unexpectedly abrupt conclusion of the 
first part—we have already heard these verses (see p. 
230)—he begins once more with a cry of pain that 
pierces to the heart: “O ye foolish Galatians, who 
hath so bewitched you?” Then he reminds them 
of the wonderful beginning of their new life, when 
the Spirit came over them in a whirlwind, when they 
spoke with tongues and worked wonders. ‘“ Was it 
really all in vain?”* And then, after turning aside a 
second time to a somewhat difficult piece of theoretical 
reasoning, his warm heart suddenly wells up in these 
affectionate words: “ You remember that illness was 
the cause of my telling you the good news in the 
first instance; and as for what must have tried you 
in my complaint, it did not inspire you with scorn 
or disgust (lit. spitting out, as one did in superstitious 
fear, in presence of an epileptic or hysterical case). 
No, you welcomed me as if I had been an angel 
of God, as Christ Jesus. What has become of the 
expressions now with which you then congratulated 
yourselves? For I can bear witness that, had it been 
possible, you would then have torn out your eyes 
and given them to me. Have I become your 
enemy then by telling you the truth? O they 
(the Judaisers) are zealously courting your favour, 
but not honourably. They want to shut you out 
(stamp you as not yet Christians), so as to make 
you court their favour (in order to be recognised 
by them). Zeal is good—in a good cause—always, 


1 Gal. iii. 1-5, 
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and not only when I am with you, my little children, 
you for whom I am again enduring a mother’s pains 
until Christ acquire form (and life) in you; I could 
wish to be with you now, and try once again what 
I could do in another voice, for I am _ perplexed 
about you.”? Just as the anxious sympathy of his 
heart breaks out here while he is carried away by 
the recollection of his converts’ early affection, so 
in the stern, harsh conclusion of the epistle,” “see 
with how large letters 1 have written this to you.” 

We have already seen (p. 204) in what loving 
terms he described the commencement of his labours 
at Thessalonica. With what delicacy he intimates 
to the Philippians that he does not need their present, 
and that he only accepts it out of love for them, 
so that he almost gives them more than he receives.’ 
And again, how delicately he answers the complaint 
of the Corinthians, that he would accept nothing 
from them, when his adversaries had sown suspicion 
in their minds in consequence: “I do not want your 
money, but you. It is not the duty of children to 
put by for their parents, but of parents to put by 
for their children. I will gladly spend—yes, suffer 
~ myself to be spent, for your souls. Can it be that 
the more intensely I love you (2.e. receive no money 
from you), the less I am to be loved?” 4 

It is just when he has to be severe that his love 
breaks forth all the more abundantly and_ richly. 
Full of bitter irony, he points out to the Corinthians 
how little the réle of critics over the apostles fits 
them, the new converts (cp. p. 175). But then, as 

' Gal, iv. 13=20, 4 Gals viel Tne 
3 Phil. iv. 10-17, * 2 Cor. xii, 14 seq. 
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if alarmed at his own violence, he continues: “It is 
with no wish to shame you that I am writing like 
this, but to train you as my own dear children. 
For even if you had ten thousand tutors in Christ, 
you have not many fathers.t| I became your father 
through Christ Jesus in the gospel.” And then he 
turns to the idle boasters who were proclaiming aloud 
that the apostle did not dare to come back again: 
“What will ye? Am I to come to you with 
a rod, or in love and the spirit of meekness?”? In 
these proud words we can hear at once a father’s love 
and his authority. After another defence of his 
conduct, in which he has been obliged to enumerate 
to the Corinthians all that he has suffered in his 
ministry, and therefore for them as well (cp. p. 174), 
he says, with no less affection than modesty, “ My 
own Corinthians, I have opened my mouth to you, 
the gates of my heart are open wide, in me there is 
abundant room for you. It is in your own affections 
that you are cramped. Now return my love—I 
speak to you as to my children—open wide the gates 
of your hearts and take me in.” * 

On another occasion he greatly terrified them by 
holding up the terrible example of the Israelites in 
the wilderness as a warning to them. But he pro- 
ceeds, “God is faithful, he will not suffer you to be 
tempted beyond your strength,” with many more like 
words of comfort.‘ Once again, there is a passage in 
the first Epistle to the Thessalonians which reminds 
us of one we have already quoted from the Epistle to 
the Galatians. In both the apostle recalls to his 

1 1 Cor. iv, 1-15. 2 1 Cor. iv. 16-21, 
8 2 Cor. vi. 11 seq. 4 1 Cor, x, 1-13, 
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converts their own affection for him. Both are 
instances of that charm and delicacy which won so 
many souls. ‘Timothy has come to me from you, and 
has brought me glad tidings of your faith and love; 
and that ye have good remembrance of me always, 
longing to see me as I long to see you. For this 
cause, brothers, I was comforted over you in all my 
distress and affliction through your faith, for now I 
live, if ye stand fast in the Lord. Yea, how can I 
thank God enough for you in all the joy that you are 
giving me in the sight of our God: night and day I 
pray most earnestly that I may see your face again, 
and may perfect that which is lacking in your faith. 
Now may our God and Father and our Lord Jesus 
Christ direct our way unto you. And as for you, may 
the Lord make you to increase and abound in love 
one toward another and to all men, even as we also do 
toward you, so that your hearts may be strengthened 
unblamable in holiness before our God and Father 
at the coming of our Lord Jesus with all his saints.” ? 

As for the letter to the Philippians, we might 
almost copy every verse if we wished to leave a full 
impression of the tender and gentle charm of this 
strong heroic character. 

This letter is the most beautiful of all the Pauline 
Epistles. ven here indeed there are traces of his 
bitter controversy with the Judaisers, but still it is, 
on the whole, a precious picture of the deep gratitude 
which this great heart harboured for all kindness and 
love that befell him on the way. This short letter 
should be read more frequently in the upper forms of 
our public schools. There could be no better intro- 

1 1 Thess. iii, 6-13. 
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duction to the study of the Pauline Epistles. It is 
far preferable for this purpose to the Epistle to the 
Romans, or to the first to the Corinthians. In any 
case, selections of passages—which are never properly 
understood—should be avoided. If our older boys 
were to get to know Paul through the letter to the 
Philippians—which contains the pattern of the perfect 
Christian gentleman—they would certainly get to love 
him. The Epistle to the Romans, with its description 
of the sins of the Gentile world, the first Epistle to the 
Corinthians with its “dry ” account of the “factions,” 
the case of incest, the questions about marriage and 
meat offered to idols, will never be able to awaken 
much enthusiasm or even interest. As it is, no one 
becomes acquainted, or cares to become acquainted, 
with the wonderful charm of the personality of the 
great apostle, and scarcely any educated man or 
woman in our country turns in later life to these 
letters in order really to get to know the man for the 
full knowledge of whose character the riper experience 
of life is needed. . 


THE MAN. 


CHAPTER XXIV. 


Tue FriIEND. Contrasts. IN PRESENCE 
oF DEATH. 


Ir is only an occasional glimpse here and there 
which St Paul’s letters afford us of his relation 
with those who, in the true fellowship of work, were 
not merely fellow-labourers but friends. It is really 
only of Titus and Timothy, two comparatively young 
men, that we catch an occasional phrase. But what 
a heart-ring there is in the words about Timothy, 
‘My dear, faithful child in the Lord,” * when he begs 
his converts so to behave to the young man “that 
he may be with you without fear,” * and when he gives 
him the simple praise, “ He does his Master’s work as 
I do.”*® The most beautiful expression of his love 
towards him, however, is to be found in the Epistle to 
the Philippians,* where he speaks of Timothy as the 
one of all his companions best able to enter into his 
feelings, and says that none showed such an unsel- 
fish interest in their welfare. ‘The credentials of 
Timothy are before you. You know how as a son 
his father, so he has laboured with me in the service 
Ex Cor. iva 7: 2 1 Cor. xvi. 10, 
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of the gospel.” ‘The exact form of the sentence was 
not decided when the apostle began it. What a 
delicate touch there is in the turn of the phrase. 
He first wanted to say, As a son serves his father, so 
he served me while I preached the Gospel. But he 
quickly alters the expression so as to place Timothy 
by his side and thus incidentally testify to his love 
and esteem for him. 

His references to Titus are no less characteristic. 
He calls the young man “his brother,” not in the 
usual Christian, but in an especial personal sense.’ 
Again and again he commends him to the Corinthians, 
and gains their confidence in him by employing him 
as his trusted messenger. ‘In addition to my en- 
couragement, I was made exceedingly happy by 
the happiness of Titus, for his heart has been cheered 
by you all. Although I have been boasting a little 
to him about you, you have not made me feel 
ashamed: but just as we have spoken the truth to 
you in everything else, so our boasting to Titus 
about you has proved also to be the truth. And his 
affection for you is all the greater, as he remembers 
the deference that you all showed him, and recalls 
how you received him with reverence and awe. So 
I am glad, because I can feel complete confidence in 
you.”? He is never weary of commending to their 
sympathies this young friend® in whose heart God 
has awakened such a lively interest for Corinth that 
he needed no urging to undertake a new journey 
thither. He is always careful to speak of him as his 
equal, «‘ My intimate companion and fellow-labourer.”’ 

WO" Cor! iia 13: 2 2 Cor. vii. 13-16. 3 2 Cor. viii. 6; xii, 18. 
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One last example we may give of this combination 
of deep feeling with outward charm of manner. It 
is expressed in especially beautiful words to one who 
stood in a less intimate relation to him than either 
Titus or Timothy. The Philippians had despatched 
Epaphroditus to the apostle with their gift of money. 
Unfortunately he fell sick while at Rome, and was 
unable to return at once. It is only now that he 
sets out as the apostle’s messenger, bringing them his 
letter. This is how St Paul speaks of him: ‘“ Mean- 
while I have thought it necessary to send Epaphro- 
ditus to you, whom you commissioned as your 
delegate to minister to my needs. In him I have 
found a brother and a fellow-labourer and a comrade- 
in-arms. I sent him because he was home-sick, and 
troubled at the thought of your having heard of his ill- 
ness. He was indeed at death’s door. But God had 
mercy on him, and not on him only, but on me, that 
I might not have sorrow on sorrow. For this reason 
I have been the more eager to send him, that your 
cheerfulness may be restored by seeing him again, 
and that my sorrow may be lessened. Receive him 
therefore in the Lord with all gladness, and hold such 
men in honour, for in order to serve the work he was 
brought to death’s door, having hazarded his life that 
he might make up by his own exertions the lack of 
your personal services to supplement your charitable 
gift.” * Everyone feels that the man who can write 
such words truly and from his heart wins the affec- 
tions of his fellows. It is scarcely possible to write 
with greater consideration, love, and tenderness. 
There are no parallels in all epistolary literature to 

1 Phil. ii, 25-30. 
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the passages in which Paul speaks of his friends and 
fellow-labourers to his converts. It is only when we 
place Ignatius’s clumsy imitations side by side with 
them, that we notice what strength of character and 
what warmth of human affection are reflected in the 
nervous vigour of that style which is peculiar to the 
clothworker of Tarsus. 


CONTRASTS. 

That which lends such a human attractiveness to 
the apostle’s personality are the great contrasts which 
it contains within itself. The greatest of these we 
have just examined. This heroic man was ashamed 
neither of his tender love nor of his tears.!. He did 
not include—and rightly so—among the maxims of 
Christian morality the stoic virtue of clenched teeth 
and unruffled impassivity—but he said in the spirit of 
Jesus: ‘“ Weep with them that weep, and rejoice with 
them that do rejoice.”* He too shares the great hope 
of all mankind that God will one day wipe away all 
tears from their eyes,’ though he has expressed it 
differently.* 

In him above all men the truth of Schiller’s words 
is realised: ‘“ Religion of the Cross, Thou alone 
dost interweave in one garland the two strands of 
humility and of strength.” 7 

From the feeling of strength that renders him 
capable of unexampled achievements, inspiring him 
with the conviction that the maintenance of his life 
and health under the pressure of anxiety, sickness, 
hardship, and hunger ’ must be ascribed to some super- 

1 2 Cor. ii. 4; Phil. iii. 18. 2 Rom. xii. 15. 
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natural cause, the apostle derives that noble self- 
esteem and lofty self-consciousness which breathe 
through every page of his letters, and repulse every 
attack with a proud confidence. The first chapter 
of the Epistle to the Galatians and the two letters to 
the Corinthians are lively illustrations of the truth of 
the apostle’s words, “To me it is a very small thing 
that I should be judged by you or by any human 
court.”' At times this pride becomes somewhat 
imperious and wounds others, especially when he 
gives ironical expression to it.” Yet the effect is 
never unsympathetic, for it never degenerates into 
arrogance — with what kindness St Paul always 
speaks of Apollos,’ whose followers embittered his 
life—and because the apostle is always filled with 
the grateful conviction that all is of God, who makes 
him strong ;* he can do nothing of himself. “Iam 
the least of the apostles, that am not meet to be 
called an apostle, because I persecuted the church of 
God. But by the grace of God I am what I am: 
and his grace which was bestowed upon me was not 
found vain: but I laboured more abundantly than 
they all; yet not I, but the grace of God which was 
with me.”°® Thus his pride being a genuine expres- 
sion of the fulness of his character, never endangers 
his true humility, but is always united with it by the 
closest of ties. You can see the apostle actually 
blushing when his opponents force him “to boast 
like a fool” ® and “to speak not after the Lord,” or 
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when he has to “open his mouth”?! to his converts. 
The best kind of self-criticism is lowly humility such 
as this, combined with genuine pride when it is 
derived from the vigorous vitality of a strenuous life. 
Truly admirable is the downright manliness with 
which Paul refuses to allow any criticism of his own 
person, admirable too those brave words of his: 
“My ‘glorying’ is this, the testimony of my con- 
science, that in holiness and sincerity of God, not in 
fleshly wisdom, but in the grace of God, we behaved 
ourselves in the world, especially to you-ward.” ’ 


InN THE PRESENCE OF DEATH. 


Paul wrote down these proud words with the 
memory of the valley of the shadow of death still 
upon him. ‘They are certainly the result of a self- 
scrutiny which the apostle imposed upon himself in 
the sure expectation of death.’ It is not too bold a 
conjecture to imagine that thoughts such as these 
agitated the apostle at this time, for the excitement 
of that hour still throbs and thrills throughout 
the whole letter, and above all the apostle’s words 
we can hear the rustling of the wings of the angel 
of death. : 

It is often supposed—and the supposition is counted 
as specifically Christian-—-that the excellence of a 
religion, nay, more, even the correctness of a theology, 
can be measured by the courage with which its 
adherents face death. ‘That is not true. To look 
death fearlessly in the face is the brave man’s privilege 
whatever his creed. We may go so far as to say, 

IO Cory vas lle BZ COE i. 12 reps tie) LOeivee Te 
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that it was only the exaggerated conceptions of heaven 
and hell, as they were gradually formed in the Orphic 
guilds and other mysteries, before being taken over by 
Christianity and fully developed, that produced that 
peculiar fear of death with which the Middle Ages 
were familiar, and which we have in part inherited. 
Courage in presence of death may be due to many 
causes. And we must never forget on the other 
hand that He, who was more sure of His Father in 
heaven and of a life “in Abraham’s bosom” than 
any man, passed from this world, according to the 
oldest. record, with a loud cry after He had ex- 
claimed, “ My God, my God, why hast thou for- 
saken me?” and after that He had striven that 
this cup might pass from Him. It was not death 
that Jesus feared: to a brave man death is nothing, 
it was the terrible question that death presented 
to Him above all others, that caused the agony 
in His soul. 

The problem therefore does not admit of being 
stated as simply as this. But if one can read another 
man’s soul, then the question is certainly an im- 
portant and instructive one, ‘How did this man ~ 
face death ?” 

Until that hour at Ephesus, Paul’s belief had been 
that he would not have to undergo death at all. In 
the first Epistle to the Corinthians, as in the first to 
the Thessalonians, he always counts himself amongst 
those who, when Christ comes for judgment, will be 
“changed,” and will be caught up in the clouds to 
meet Him. On the road to Damascus he had died 
in order to rise again to everlasting life, to a life 
eternal which was to continue deathless after the 
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Judgment. But in that hour of the peril of death at 
Ephesus, the apostle had been obliged to look the 
possibility of death straight in the face, and in the 
second Epistle to the Corinthians the prospect of 
death occupies him very deeply. It has become 
clearer than ever to him that the treasure which is 
in his heart, “the light of the knowledge of the 
glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ,” is only 
contained in an earthen, fragile vessel, that his body 
is daily decreasing in strength and vigour and will 
be given over unto death. Sooner or later, death 
will break this fragile vessel. Paul thinks of this 
hour of his death with a certain shrinking. It is 
not so much the thought of physical pain that 
oppresses him as another conception which was 
especially awful to a man of the ancient world; 
it was the idea of losing the body, of having to 
divest himself of it so that the soul had to go 
forth “naked,” cold, and shuddering to that place 
where shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth. 
For one moment the apostle is swayed by the fear 
of this disembodied, ghost-like state in the depths 
of the earth. But he overcomes it, “for we know 
that when our earthly tabernacle (body) is dissolved, 
we have a building from God, a house not made 
with hands, eternal in the heavens (the new super- 
natural body).” That is the old idea which was 
familiar to the Jews; and now comes a new idea: 
Christians when they die go to their home, to their 
Lord. “So we are always of good courage, and 
know that whilst we are at home in the body, we are 
absent from the Lord (for we live by faith, not by 
sight) ; nevertheless we are of good courage, and are 
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willing rather to be absent from the body and to be 
at home with the Lord.”? 

This calm and sunny joy also rests upon the 
Epistle to the Philippians, which Paul wrote during 
his imprisonment, at a time when the thought of a 
probable liberation at an early date certainly cheered 
him, but he had yet to reckon with a possible con- 
demnation and execution. Here we can read deep 
down in the heart of a good man that has conquered 
and overcome all fear. We have already noticed in a 
previous passage how this whole letter echoes with 
glad joy and the invitation to share therein. No less 
striking, however, is the simplicity with which Paul 
weighs against each other the possibility of death 
and his liberation from captivity. “For to me to 
live is Christ, and to die is gain. But if to live in 
the flesh, if this is the fruit of my work, then I know 
not what I shall choose. I am hemmed in as it were, 
a wall on this side and a wall on that. I have a 
desire to depart and to be with Christ, and-this is 
very far better. But to abide in the flesh is more 
needful for your sake.”* That which attaches him 
to life is no longer any selfish wish, it is only his work 
and his love. “If I am to pour out my life-blood as 
a libation over the sacrificial offering of your faith, I 
rejoice, and rejoice with you all.”® 

There were four reasons which Paul might have 
had for fearing death. Fear of the physical pain, in 
the hour of agony—as a brave man he does not speak 
of this at all. Shrinking from that terrible disembodi- 
ment in the dark abysses of the nether world—he 
overcame this shrinking in the victorious certainty 

1 1 Cor, iv. 5-v. 10, 2 Phil. i, 21-24, S> Phil, ii 17: 
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that he was going to meet his Lord in His heavenly 
home. Fear of the judgment—“ Who is there that 
can accuse us? Jesus Christ is our advocate.t Death, 
where is thy sting? grave, where is thy victory ?”? 
He was saved and could not be lost again. St Paul 
is not tortured by that fear for his cause which placed 
Jesus face to face with the awful question whether 
God really wished His death, and what could be the 
meaning of this death. St Paul already stands be- 
hind Jesus in the light which is shed forth upon the 
Church from the cross and from the risen Lord. He 
stands in the midst of that triumphant progress of 
the Gospel throughout the world in which he himself 
had led the way. He can separate his own person 
from his work, however gladly he would still abide 
upon earth and continue to live for the sake of his 
work, in order to bring forth more fruit in his heart. 
He cherishes a silent longing to depart and be with his 
Lord. Jesus could not reconcile Himself to His death 
until He realised it as an integral portion of His work 
and a necessary condition of His victory. Since that 
hour at Ephesus, Paul awaited death as the natural 
termination of life. His work, that, is God’s work, 
continues. And He that has begun the good work 
will also accomplish it until the great day of judg- 
ment.* 

St Paul never knew what fear was. But a still 
more remarkable feature in his character, especially 
for a man of his age, is that his longing for the 
eternal home did not degenerate into that sickly de- 
sire for death which approximates so many martyrs 
so much nearer to Buddhism than to the Gospel of 

1 Rom. viii. 33 seq. 251 Cor. xya55, 3 Phil. i. 6, 
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Jesus. Read, for instance, the words with which 
Ignatius of Antioch protests against the interference 
of the Roman Church in his trial: “The joys of this 
earth and the kingdom of this world are of no avail 
tome. More beautiful to me is death, which will 
unite me with Jesus Christ, than the kingdom of this 
world. It is Jesus that I seek, Him that died for us ; 
Him would I see who rose again for our sake. . . . 
Hinder me not from coming to life. Do not wish 
me to die (by letting me live and be set free), do 
not give me over again unto the world, since I would 
be God’s very own; let me receive the pure light, 
then shall I be a true man: grant me to imitate my 
God in His passion.”’ Paul is entirely free from such a 
morbid craving for death ; he is no saint whose selfish- 
ness strives to attain to his own bliss as soon as he 
possibly can; his love bids him take up the task of 
this his life in the body. Herein too he gives a proof 
of the moral excellence of his faith. 

One last point: like Jesus, Paul gives us no 
detailed picture of the world to come and of ever- 
lasting life, of heaven and of hell, such as the authors 
of the Revelation of St John and of Peter and of 
so many other revelations have painted for us in 
lurid colours. Neither curiosity nor fear turned the 
apostle’s eyes in spite of himself to that which is 
behind the veil, that dark gate which is at the end 
of this life. Whatever may have been the thoughts 
and beliefs which Paul shared on this subject with 
the religious minds of his own people and the mystic 
Orphic guilds, his true life is not lived here, nor does 
his fancy stray in this direction. It is only here and 
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there that we have an allusion to this subject in the 
letters, and least of all in those letters in which he 
himself looks death straight in the face; calmly and 
firmly he turns his look away to meet his present 
tasks, the loving service of his life: «Let us there- 
fore make it our aim, whether we are in the heavenly 
home, or sojourners here in a strange country, to be 
well pleasing to the Lord.” 

And so we take leave of Paul. We look, as it 
were, upon a wonderful sunny autumn day. High 
overhead tiny white clouds are sailing in the deep blue 
vault of heaven, ghostly harbingers of that white 
mantle which is soon to descend from thence upon 
the champaign beneath. In the fields stand the last 
sheaves, witnesses of the year’s hot toil and its rich 
blessing. The sun is beginning to play less fiercely 
round the wild vine’s red leaves, and, as though in 
silent joy, it is pouring floods of gold upon the 
bright-gleaming fruit which bows down the branches 
in rich abundance. The summer heat has passed 
away ; there is, as it were, an anticipation of death 
in the tender, cool air; but there is no sadness about 
it, for does it not scatter blessings far and wide 
among men? And yet something else there is, some- 
thing mysterious; it speaks to us in a scarce audible 
whisper. Nor can we tell wherein it lies. We can 
only feel it, we can only suspect it. Is it the mild 
soft air that gently caresses our cheeks as though 
with the touch of a comforting hand? Is it the 
bright colours of the leaves when a breath of wind 
stirs them? Is it the pale green of the meadows? 
In these autumn days there is an anticipation of 
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spring, a soft mystic murmur of resurrection and a 
return of new life which shall be born again from 
the old when the death and desolation of winter 
shall have passed. 

It is a wonderful golden autumn day, full of bless- 
ing, of thoughts of death and of hopes of life. 
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Galatians, Epistle to the, refer- 
ence to, 19, 24, 31-33, 36, 
41, 45, 48-50, 56, 57, 60, 
64, 67, 72, 78, 81, 82, 84, 
94, 99, 103, 125, 130, 135, 
152, 153, 163, 165, 166-168, 
186, 188, 195, 198, 200, 205, 
212, 219, 222-226, 230, 231, 
236, 274, 279, 292, 296-299, 
301, 308, 315, 317, 319, 320, 
324, 325, 332, 333, 336, 340, 
342-345, 356, 368-370, 378. 
Gallic races, 167. 
Gamaliel, 15. 
Genesis, Book of, 295, 297, 323, 
326. 
Gentiles— 
Ambiguity of term at concor- 
dat, 226. 
Jewish Christians and, condi- 
tion to regulate, 234. 
~ Jesus’ treatment of question, 
218-220. 
St Paul, the Apostle of, 108- 
109, 153, 200. 
Gerhard, hymns of, 197. 
God— 
Early Jewish conception, 103, 
Justice of, 306. 
Mercy of, 107-108, 305. 


INDEX 


God— 
St Paul’s conception, 23-24, 
102-104, 
St Paul’s preaching on, 187. 
Goethe, visions of, 355. 
Gospel, the, intellectualised by 
St Paul, 99. 
Grace— 
Free bestowal, 293. 
St Paul’s doctrine of, attacked, 
340. 
Greece, 38, 159. 
Greek— 
Element in Roman Empire, 
158. 
Language, common medium 
of intercourse, 159. 
Greeks— 
Idols of the, 183-184. 
Jesus’ words to the, 220-221. 
Guyon, Mme. de, compared with 
St Paul, 142. 


Hagar, the allegorical Sinai, 60. 
Hausrath, The Apostle Paul, vii. 
Heaven, St Paul’s conception, 
24, 
Hebrew, Greek adopted in place 
of, 159. 
Hebrews, Epistle to, 46, 
193, 256. 
Hegesippus, 223 n., 242. 
“Heil,” 47. 
Hermas, 215. 
Herod, 28. 
Herodotus, 7. 
Holy Ghost, the, 95, 102, 
115, 128, 132, 164— 
Divine Fatherhood and the, 
325. 
Early faith in, 213. 
Fruits of, 135. 
Preached by St Paul, 
216. 
St Paul’s faith in, 211. 
« Spirit of God,” 326. 
Hosea, prophet, 58. 


124, 


114, 


207, 
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Humility, virtue of— 
Religion a result of true, 146- 
148. 
St Paul on, 350-351. 
Hymn— 
on Love (Cor. xiii.), 199. 
Rom. viii., 28-39, 196. 


Iconium, 157, 167. 
Idols— 

Greek, 183-184. 

Meat offered to, abstention 
from, 238-239; Jewish law 
regarding, 241; St Paul’s 
decree regarding, 246-248. 

Thessalonian, 183. 

Ignatius of Antioch, cited, 207, 
B14 ST ee 
Death of, 384. 
Illyricum, 169, 
India, 158. 
Inspiration— 

General claim to, 100. 

St Paul’s acceptation of, 56-57. 
Interpretation of the Scriptures, 
three methods, 57-61. 

Isaiah, 57. 
Israelites, sins of the, 121. 


Jacos, 105. 
James (brother of Jesus), mis- 
sionary work, 222. 
James, Epistle to, 319. 
James, the Apostle— 
Antioch, sends messengers to, 
228. 
Appearance of Jesus to, 78. 
Paul, attitude towards, 226, 
23l. 
James the Just, 242. 
Jehovah, 155. 
Jesus Christ— 
Appearances of, 78. 
Death of— 
A Sacrifice, 301-307. 
Justification for all, 308-310. 
Necessity for, 300-301, 
“ Propitiation,” 307. 
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Jesus Christ— 

Divine nature of, 140, 313. 

Gentiles, question of mission 
to, 218, 219-220. 

Gospel of, characteristics com- 
pared with St Paul’s, 16-19. 

Greeks, address to the, 220- 
221. 

“ Heiland,” the, 47. 

Imitation of, the incentive to 
pure life, 349-352. 

Judge, the, 49. 

Law, position in regard to 
the, 218-219. 

Pascal Lamb, 123. 

Passion preached by St Paul, 
185-186. 

Preaching of, 187. 

“Second coming of,’ St Paul’s 
conception, 45-47, 

Son of God, title of, 323-326. 

“Son of Man,” title of, 45. 

Supremacy preached by St 
Paul, 252-253. 

Jerusalem— 

Concordat at, 225-227; 
nulled, 234. 

Decree of the twelve Apostles 
at, 234, 246. 

St Paul’s collection for the 
poor, 366-367. 

St Paul’s home in, 15-16. 

St Paul’s return to, 164, 167, 


an- 


170. 
Jewish Christians, See also 
Judaisers— 
Condition regulating Gentiles 
and, 234. 


Congregations, 227. 
Opposition to St Paul, 231. 
Jewish customs, 241. 
Jews— 
Dispersion, of the, and the 
Apocrypha, 54. 
Greek adopted in place of 
Hebrew, 159. 
Law regarding eating, etc., 
241, 
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Jews— 
St Paul on the, 232, 
St Paul’s method with the, 
200. 
Joan d’Are, 80. 
Job, Book of, added to the 
Scriptures, 54. 
Johannine writings, 
to, 49. 

John the Baptist, St— 
Baptism of, meaning, 118. 
Cited, 290, 
Description in St 

Gospel, 241-242. 
Last of the prophets, 114. 
John the Evangelist, St— 
Attitude towards St Paul, 
226. 
Gospel, 221, 303, 322, 327. 
Revelations, 47, 48, 264, 377, 
384. 
Jonas, sign of the 
84. 

Joseph, St, 6. 

Judaisers— 

Attacks on St Paul, 236. 

Opposition to St Paul, 369. 

St Paul’s attitude towards, 
238-239, 

St Paul’s comdemnation, 232. 

Judaism— 

Converts to, 201. 

Customs rejected by Chris- 
tians, 227, 228, 

Doctrine of original sin, 38. 

Eating and drinking, laws 
regarding, 156, 

Gentiles, mission to, 155. 

Public worship, diminution of, 
43-44, 

Sacrifice, decline of, 124. 

Spirits, belief in, 27. 

Traces in St Paul, 138. 

Worship of a will in God, 
144, 

Judgment. See Day of Judg- 

ment. 

Jiilicher, New Testament, x, 


reference 


Luke’s 


Prophet, 


INDEX 


Justification— 
Doctrine of, St Paul’s infer- 
ence, 345. 
Meaning of word, 290. 
Justin Martyr, 260. 


Ka.ruorrF, vii., viii. 

Kephas, 252. 

Kerner cited, 142. 

Kings, Book of, 53, 361. 

Kirchbach, Wolfgang, allegorical 
treatment of New Testa- 
ment, 61. 

Knowledge, St Paul on, 245. 


Lagarpg, cited on St Paul, 2-3. 

Lamentations, Book of, added 
to the Scriptures, 54. 

Last days, St Paul’s preaching, 
187. 

Last Supper, institution of the 
Sacrament at the, 118. 
Latin element in Roman Empire, 

1585 
Law, ecclesiastical, 272. 
Law, the— 

Dangers of, 73-75. 

Jesus’ position in regard to, 
218-219. 

Quarrel between St Peter and 
St Paul at Antioch regard- 
ing, 227-230. 

St Paul and, 42, 72-76, 86-87. 

St Paul’s condemnation of, 
101-102. 

System of, 68 et seq. 

Lessing, 338. 
Leviticus, Book of, 234. 
Libations, 163. 
Life insurance societies, 160. 
Liturgies— 
Catholic, 260. 
Sti Paul's, 255, 260. 
Loman, vii. 
Lord’s Supper, the— 
Institution, 119. 
Licence at, 256-257. 
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Lord’s Supper, the— 
St Paul’s words, 257-258. 
Unworthy reception, 259. 
Love, St Paul’s preaching on, 
131, 187, 245, 253. 
Luke, St, Gospel of, 220, 221, 
241, 242, 323, 357. 
Luther— 
And morality, 92. 
And St Paul compared, 9, 87, 
97, 192, 345. 
And the peasants, 279. 
Belief of, 343. 
Early training, 20. 
“Heil; 47. 
“ Justification,” 49. 
Years of work, 170. 
Lutheranism, 115. 
Lystra, 167. 


Maceponia, 165, 168, 170. 
Malta, St Paul at, 36]. 
Mark, St, Gospel of, 118, 119, 
146, 211, 219, 220, 271, 
302, 318, 334. 
Marriage— 
Church and, 271 et seg. 
St Paul on, 179, 267-271. 
Matthew, St— 
Gospel of, 136, 149, 220, 221, 
278, 319, 323, 356-358. 
On divorce, 271. 
Meat. See Idols. 
Melanchthon, 103. 
Methodists, 116, 140, 190. 
Miletus, St Paul’s speech to the 
elders, 170. 
Miracles, St Paul’s, 360-363. 
Missionaries, Pharisaic, 155. 
Mithras, 117. 





Monasticism, first foundation, 
217, 242. 
Morality— 
A new, preached by St Paul, 
188. 


Second nature, under Chris- 
tianity, 135 et seq. 
Morgenrote, the, 4, 86, 90. 
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Moses— Paul, St— 
Apocalypse of, 56. Acts, account of journeys, 
St Paul on, 1. 164. 

Striking of the rock, 46. Allegory and typology used 

Mount Sinai, 297. by, 58-59. 

Mysia, 168. Apocalypses, the Jewish, 

Mysticism— acquaintance with, 55. 
Christian, 141. Apostles and, relations be- 
St Paul’s, 131, 132, 140. tween, 231 et seq. 

Apostleship of, 151 et seq. 
; : Barnabas, St— 

aa St Paul’s conception, Hourncye with, 164. 

Nazarite vow of St Paul, 235. Quarrel with, 230. 

Nero, persecution of, 171. Blindness, 82, é 

New ‘Testament. Character, contrasts: in, 63, 
Allegorical treatment of, 61. 377-379; moral, Nietzsche : 
Nietzsche’s attacks on, 92. accusation against, 85-87 ; 

Nicene Creed, 313. joy in work, 180-182; tem- 

Nicene” perament, 356-360; human 
“Conversion” of, 146-147. greatness, 360-364; win- 
Ethics, cited on, 339. nin’ love, 364-373 ; ae 
New Testament, attacks on, friend, 374-377; death, in 

92. presence of, 379-386. 
St Paul’s conversion, represen- Christians, first, persecutions 
tation of, 88-93. of the, 66 et ae 
St Paul’s moral character, ac- ae conception of the, 
cusation against, 45, 85-88. : 
St Pauls Sokol religion, Church, organisation of the 
criticism of, 4-5, 140-150. new, 160. 
Numbers, Book of, 235. Commandments of, 137-139. . 
Concessions of, 282. 
OrreNTAL element in Roman Pontes o oe pecan 
Reape cine. pe ae powers, 359- 
Oriental religions, 158. Conversion, accounts of, 77- 
Original sin, doctrine of, St 78: passages ited 78 
Paul’s conception, 37-41. ae ene es : 
Orphie Guilds, 340, 384. ee Slepie 
Damascus, conversion at, 152 

Pampuy.ia, 164. et seq.; escape from, 175. 

Parousia, the, 210. Day of Judgment, conception 

Parties formed at Corinth, 252. of, 47-51. 

Pascal, influence on Nietzsche, Death, attitude towards, 171, 

90. 379-384. 

Pascal Lamb, Jesus the, 123. Devil, power over the, 96. 

Paul, St— Diplomacy, 366 et seq. 
Asceticism, 177-182, 240-244, Doxology of, 322. 





267-271, 338, Early training, 21 et seq. 
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Paul, St— 

Epistles, authenticity of, viii., 
ix., x.; relation to preach- 
ing, 183. 

Eschatology of, agreement 
with the Jewish Apoca- 
lypses, 55-56. 

Ethics, 329-335; limitations 
of, 335-339; foundations 
of, 339-352, 

Faith for humanity, objec- 
tions, 105-106. 

Faith of, nature of, 92 et 
seq. 

Food, decree concerning, 246- 
247, 

Friendship of, 374-376. 

God, belief in, 22-24; con- 
ception of, 102-104. 

Greek language, use of, 159. 

Holy Ghost, faith in the, 216; 
distinction from the Son, 
326. 

Home and parentage, 14—20. 

Humility in his conversion, 
145, 

Hymn on Love (Cor, xiii.), 
199. 

Hymn (Rom. viii.), 28-39, 
196. 

Imprisonment at Rome, !70. 

Inspiration, 56-57, 100. 

“Intoxication of the soul,” 
147-148, 

James, opposition of, 231. 

Jerusalem, prisoner at, 165; 
return to, 167, 233-237 ; 
visit to, 244 et seq.; before 
the Council at, 225; col- 
lection for the poor of, 
239. 

Jewish traits of, 40-41, 138, 
143, 189, 

Journeys, 66,164 et seq. 

Judaisers, opposition of, 231- 
232, 238-239. 

“ Justification,” 49. 

Lagarde cited on, 2-3, 





Paul, St— 


Law, struggle with the, 54, 
72-76, 101-102; effect on 
character of, 69-70; freed 
from, through conversion, 
89. 

Legal disputes on, 272-274. 

Lord’s Supper, words regard- 
ing, 257-261. 

Love, preaching on, 137, 203, 
253, 331-332. 

Macedonia, call to, 167-168. 

Marriage, on, 267-271. 

Meats, eating of unclean, atti- 
tude towards, 243-248. 

Messianic ideas, 45-47. 

Miracles of, 96, 360-363. 

Mission— 

Call to, 108-9, 151 et seq., 
166 et seq. 

Organisation of, 200-207. 

The field, 156 et seq., 164 
et seq. 

Threefold aim, 187-191. 

Mme. de Guyon compared 
with, 142-143. 

Morality, development of, 135 
et seq. 

Mysticism of, 140; reasons 
for, 148-150. 

Nature, conception of, 25. 

Nazarite vow of, 235-236. 

Nietzsche (see also Religion, 
Personal) cited on, 4-5. 

Original sin, doctrine of, 37-41. 

Patriotism, 63-68. 

Peace efforts, 270-271. 

Personality, 192-199, 354— 
355, 363. 

Prayers of, 124-130. 

Preaching— 

Characteristics | compared 
with Christ’s, 17-19. 

God, 187. 

Holy Ghost, 207. 

Idolatry, 183-184. 

Imitation of Christ, 349-352. 

Last days, 187. 
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Paul, St— 
Preaching— 
Love, 137, 203, 253, 331- 
oO. 
Passion of our Lord, 185-186. 
Resurrection of our Lord, 
185. 
Style, ete., 183, 193-200. 
Supremacy of Christ, 252- 


23. 
Predestinarian theory, 106- 
109. 
Promise to Abraham, and the, 
41-42, 44. 


Public worship, mention of, 43; 
regulations for, 255-262. 
Punishments of the wicked, 
51. 

Refusal of support, 319, 351. 

Religion, personal, 115-121; 
ethical retribution in, 121- 
122; social character of, 
132; Nietzsche’s criticism, 
140-150; one with that of 
Christ, 149-150. 

Roman Catholic veneration of, 


Sacraments, 118-125. 
Sacrifice, practice of, 123-125. 
St Peter and, quarrel at 
Antioch, 166, 227-230, 233. 
Schell cited on, 5-6. 
Spain, mission to, 171. 
Spiritual world, conception of, 
26-35. 
Stoned at Lystra, 167. 
Sufferings of, 174-175. 
Teaching, reasons for influ- 
ence, 287. 
The man, 353. 
The new man, 94 et seq. 
Theology, 288-289— 
Divine nature of Jesus, 313. 
Justification by faith, 289- 
299. 
Significance of the death of 
Christ, 300-312. 
Troubles of, 176-177. 








INDEX 


Paul, St— 
Universe, conception of, 24— 
20: 
Vision of, 79-84. 
Weaver of goats’-hair cloth, 
161. 
Years of his labours, 170. 
“ Paulinism,” 22, 189. 
Pentateuch, compilation of the, 
53-54. 
Perfectionists, 252. 
Perga, 157. 
Persian religion, idea of spiritual 
kingdom, 27. 
Peter St— 
Antioch, visit to, 227-230. 
Circumcision of Titus, decision, 
225; 
Death of, 171. 
Parties after name of, 252. 
Speech of, 159. 
Revelations, 384. 
St Paul and, 226-230, 233. 
Wife of, 177. 
Pfleiderer, Das Urchristentum, x. 
Pharaoh, 108. 
Pharisees— 
Community of the, 71. 
Doctrine of original sin, 37, 38. 
Spirits, belief in, 27. 
Philippi, 165, 169, 178, 198, 360. 
Philippians— 
Epistle to, reference to, 15, 
20, 24, 37, 45, Ago 
79, 97, 98, 125, 128, 129, 
139, 152, 169, 179-181, 
212, 232, 289, 315, 316, 
321, 338, 339, 350, 351, 
358, $70, 372, 375-378, 
382, 383. 
Gift of money to St Paul, 128, 
376. 
St Paul’s prayer for, 127. 
Philistines, 147. 
Phoebe of Cenchrex, 201, 212. 
Phrygia, 165, 168. 
Pietists, the, 92, 116, 140. 
Pilate, 28. 


INDEX 


Pillars of Hercules, 158. 
Pisidia, 164, 165, 
Polytheism, 123-124. 
Powers of angels, 32. 
Prayer— 
Law, under the, 68-69. 
Man’s means of reaching God, 
TEI, 
St Paul’s, 124-130. 
Predestination, St Paul’s theory, 
106-109. 
Presidents, 212. 
Priest, the, opposed to the 
prophet, 261. 
Principalities of angels, 32. 
Prisca saves St Paul, 169, 176. 
Priscilla and Aquilas, 277. 
Promises, the, 44. 
Prophets, power of, 113-115. 
“ Propitiation” in death of 
Christ, 307. 
Protestantism, 139. 
Proverbs, Book of, added to the 
Scriptures, 54. 
Psalms, the— 
Added to the Scriptures, 54. 
Reference to, 44, 54, 155, 294. 
Public worship— 
Aims determined by St Paul, 
254. 
Diminution of, 43-44. 
Women’s right to speak at, 
276-277. 
Punishment, St Paul and, 51. 


Quakers, 116. 
Quietists, 142, 143. 


Resecca, 105. 

Redemption, theory of, St Paul’s 
inference, 345, 

Reformation, social, 161-162. 

- Reformers, the— 

Allegorical interpretation 

crushed out by, 60. 

Churches of, 283. 

Historical research and, 61. 

Teaching of, 311. 
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Religion— 
Effect of true, 146-148, 
What it is, 112, 115. 


Renan, vii. 
Resurrection, the— 
Christianity, foundation of, 
140. 


Preached by St Paul, 99, 185. 
Revelation, God’s means of 
reaching man, 112. 
Revelation, the. See under St 
John the Evangelist. 
Revivalism, assertions of, 90. 
Rewards— 
Jewish religion of, 342. 
St Paul’s teaching, 339. _ 
Roman Catholics’ veneration of 
St Paul, 6. 
Roman empire— 
Age of, and asceticism, 240. 
Extent at time of St Paul, 
158. 
Government, nature of, 160. 
Opposition to Christianity, 
264-265, 278. 
St Paul’s attitude towards the 
State, 278-280. 
Romans— 
Condemnation of Christ, 66. 
Compendium of Christian 
teaching in Epistle to, 287. 
Epistle to, reference to, 15, 
17, 18, 23-25, 29, 32, 36 
37, 40-42, 45, 47-49, 51, 
54, 56-58, 64, 67, 74-76, 
95-99, 103-111, 120, 123, 
127, 128, 130, 132, 136, 
137, 148, 151, 155, 169, 
173, L7O,GL 1 Ot81,5 84: 
185, 189, 194, 195, 201, 
212, 214, 226, 232, 236, 
239, 244, 245, 278, 279, 
289-297, 299, 301, 304, 
306-310, 314, 315, 317, 
319, 320, 322, 324, 325, 
331-333, 335-337, 341, 342, 
344-346, 349, 350, 358, 
365, 373, 377, 383, 
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Rome— 
Asceticism in, 242. 
Churches, 156. 
St Paul’s intention to visit, 
168. 
Rousseau, 173. 
Ruth, Book of, added to the 
Scriptures, 54, 


SacERDOTALISM, 261. 

Sacraments, the— 

Catholic definition, 122. 

Efficaciousness, 120-121. 

God’s means of reaching man, 
122. 

Meaning of, 116-118. 

Sacrifice— 

Christ’s death as a, 301. 
Man’s means of reaching God, 
112: 

Sacrifices, the Jewish— 
Communion through, 119. 
Decay of, 122. 

Salvation Army, 161. 

Sanhedrim, condemnation of the 

Messiah, 66, 
Sarah and Hagar, allegory of, 
60, 297-298. 

Satan, power of, 28. 

Schell, 5-6. 

Schiller cited, 34, 377. 

Schleiermacher, 287. 

Schneller, L., In Alle Welt, vii. 

Scriptures— 
Compilation, 54, 
Interpretation, 

57-61. 

Senaca cited, 144. 

Services, early Christian— 
Enthusiasm, 249-254. 

Holy Communion, 256-257, 
St Paul’s regulations, 255-256. 

Shekinah, the, 41. 

Silesius, Angelus, cited, 135, 

Slaves, question of emancipa- 

tion, 274-275. 
Solomon, Proverbs, 138. 
‘Son of God,” title of, 323-326. 


methods of, 











INDEX 


Sosthenes, 100. 

Spain, St Paul’s journey to, 168, 
169, 171. 

Spirit of God. See Holy Ghost. 

Spiritual world, St Paul’s con- 
ception, 26-35. _ 

State, the, responsibilities, 349. 

Steck, vii. 

Stephanas of Corinth, 201, 211. 

Stephen, St, martyrdom of, 67- 
68 


Synoptists, 320. 
Syria, 154, 159, 165. 


Tarsus in Cilicia, 15, 19, 66. 

Tatian, 265. 

Tempter, the, in the Epistles, 30. 

Theosophists, allegorical treat- 
ment of New Testament, 61. 

Thessalonians, Epistle to, refer- 
ence to, 24, 29, 30, 32, 36, 
44, 45, 47, 49, 51, 98, 99, 
111, 114, 125, 129, 152, 
169, 180, 183, 187, 189, 
198, 205, 207, 212-214, 281, 
289, 336, 345, 358, 371, 372. 

Thessalonica— 

St Paul’s preaching in, 30, 
165, 169, 183, 187, 198. 
Social question in, 280-281. 

Thrace, 159. 
Timothy— 
Epistle to, 29, 171, 195, 277. 
Mission of, 215. 
St Paul’s recommendation of, 
374, 
Titius Justus, 201. 
Titus— 
Council at Jerusalem, before 
the, 224-295. 
Kpistle to, 171, 195. 
Mission of, 366-367. 
St Paul’s references to, 374, 
375. 
Tolstoi, 61, 265. 
Tongues— 
Gift of, 250. 
St Paul’s regulations, 255, 256. 
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Tora, 54. 

Trinity, doctrine of the, 327- 
328. 

Troas, 168, 361— 

St Paul’s vision at, 81. 

Typology, method of interpre- 
tation, 58-59. 

Tyre, 233. 


Universe, the, St Paul’s con- 
ception, 24-25, 


VEGETARIANISM, reason for, 241. 

Vices, habitual, of St Paul’s day, 
336. 

Virgin Mary, veneration of, 6. 

Virtues preached by St Paul, 
335-336, 337. 
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Visions, theories regarding, 80- 
81. 
Vocation of St Paul, 151 et seq. 


Waener, Richard, allegorical 
treatment of New Testa- 
ment, 61. 


Weiss, B., St Paul’s letter to 
Timothy and Titus, authen- 
ticity, viiil.—ix. 

Weizicker, C., x. 

Wernle, Die Anfiénge der Re- 
lagion, x. 

Wine, Jewish ideas regarding, 
241, 

Women, question of emancipa- 
tion, 274, 276-277. 
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Arabic Grammar, Soczm, 37. 

Poetry, Faizullah Bhai, 35; 

Néldeke, 36. 

Ascidia, Liverpool Marine Biol. Mems., 50. 

Assyrian, Dictionary, Muss-A rnolt, 36; Vorris, 36. 

Grammar, Delitzsch, 34. 

Language, Delitzsch, 34. 

Assyriology, Brown, 56; Delitzsch, 10, 
Evans, 35; Sayce, 133 Schrader, 9. 

Astigmatic Tests, Pray, 52; Snellen, 54. 

Astronomy, Cunningham Memnis., V., 48; Mem- 
oirs of Roy. Astronom. Soc., 62. 

Augustine, St., Confessions of, Havnack, 18. 

Babylonia, see Assyriology. 

Belief, Religious, Upton, 15. 

Beneficence, Negative and Positive, Spencer, 
Principles of Ethics, II., 3r. 

Bible, 16. 

See also Testament. 
Beliefs about, Savage, 25. 
Hebrew Texts, 19. 
History of Text, Weir, 27. 
Plants, Henslow, 19. 

Problems, Cheyne, 12. 

Bibliography, Brbliographical Register, 56. 

Biology, Bastian, 46; Liverpool Marine Biol. 
Mems., 50; Spencer, 31. 

Botany, Bentham and Hooker, 46; Church, 47; 
Cooke, 47; Grevillea, 49; Jour. of the 
Linnean Soc., 49; Prior, 52. 

Brain, Cunningham Mems., VI1., 48. 

Buddha, Buddhism, Davids, 14; Hardy, 35; 
Oldenberg, 36. 

Calculus, Harnack, 49. 

Canons of Athanasius, Text & Trans. Soc., 38. 

Cardium, Liverpool Marine Biol. Mems., 50. 

Celtic, see also Irish. 

Stokes, 43; Sullivan, 44. 

Heathendom, Rhys, 15. 


Lyall, 353 


345 


Ceremonial Institutions, Ssexcer, Princ. of Soci- | 


ology, II., 3x. 








Chaldee, Grammar, 7u7Pie, 38. 
Lexicon, erst, 35. 
Chemistry, Berzelius, 46; Dittmar, 48; Fara- 
day, 49; Van't Hoff, 49. 
Hindu, Ray, 52. 
Christ, Life of, Kez7z, 8. 
No Product of Evolution, Henslow, 19. 
Study of, Robinson, 24. 
Teaching of, Harnack, 6, 11. 
The Universal, Beard, 16. 
Early Christian Conception of, P/fleiderer, 13, 23+ 
Christianity, Evolution of, Gz//, 18. 
History of, Baur, 8; Dobschiitz, 4; Harnack, 
6, 11, 18; Hausrath, 8, 19; Johnsen, 20; 
Mackay, 22; Wernle, 4. 
in Talmud, Hex/ord, 19. 
Liberal, Révidle, 11. 
Roots of, Martineau, 22. 
Simplest Form of, Drummond, 14. 
Spread of, Harnack, 3. 
What is? Harnack, 6, 11. 
Church, Catholic, Renan, 14. 
Christian, Baur, 8; Clark, 16; Dobsehztz, 4; 
Hatch, 14; Wernle, 4. 
Coming, Hunter, 20. 
Civic, Apathy, Huszer, 20. 
Codex Palatino-Vaticanus, 
1D Rares 
Codium, Liverpool Marine Biol. Mems., 51. 
Coleoptera, Murray, 52. 
Communion of Christian with God, Hexvmann, 6,19. 
Comte, Spencer, 32. 
Constellations, Primitive, Browz, 56. 
Cornish, Stokes, 43. 
Creed, Christian, 16. 
Crown Theological Library, ro. 
Cuneiform, Inscriptions, Schrader, o. 
Daniel and His Prophecies, C. H. H. Wright, 28. 
Critical Commentary on, C. H. H. Wright, 28. 
Danish Dictionary, Rosing, 43. 
Darwinism, Schurman, 30. 
Denmark, Exgelhardt, 57. 
Doctrine and Principle, Beedy, 16. 
Dogma, History of, Harnack, s. 
of Virgin Birth, Lods tein, 10. 
Domestic Institutions, Sfeucer, 
Sociology, I., 31. 
Duck Tribes, Morphology of, Cunningham 
Mems., V1., 48. 
Dutch, Cape, Oordt, 43; Werner, 45. 
Dynamics, Cunningham Mems., 1V., 48. 
Chemical, Van’t Hoff, 49. 
Ecclesiastes, Taylor, 26. 
Ecclesiastical Institutions, Spencer, Princ. of 
Sociology, III., 31, 32. 
of Holland, Wicksteed, 27. 
Echinus, Liverpool Marine Biol. Mems., 50. 


Todd Lectures,. 


Princ. of 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 





INDEX—Continued. 


Economy, Political, Mackenzie, 30. 

Education, Herbert, 37; Lodve, 425 Spencer, 32. 

Educational Works, sce Special Catalogue. 

Egypt, Religion of, Renou/, 15. 

Egyptian Grammar, Erman, 35. 

Enoch, Book of, Gild, 12. 

Epidemiology, Trans. of Epidemiolog. Soc., 55. 

Epizootic Lymphangitis, Treatise on, Pallin, 52. 

Ethics, and Religion, Martineau, 22. 

Data of, Spencer, Principles of E., I., 31. 
Induction of, Spencer, Principles of E., I., 31. 
Kantian, Schurman, 30. 
of Evolution, Schurman, 30. 
of Individual Life, Spencer, Princ. of E., 1., 31. 
of Reason, Laurie, 29. 
Principles of, Spencer, 31. 
Ethnology, Cunningham Mems., K., 42. 
Evolution, Spencer, 31, 32. 
of the Idea of God, D’Alwiclla, 14. 
of Religious Thought, D’Alwiella, 15. 

Exodus, Woerning, 20. 

Ezekiel, Wosheh ben Shesheth, 22. 

Faith, VWerrmann, 12; Riz, 24; Wimmer, 27. 

Fisheries, British, Johnstone, 49. 

Flinders Petrie Papyri, Cunningham Mems., 
VIIL., 1X., 48. 

Plora of Edinburgh, Sonntag, 54. 

French, Boielle, 40; Delbos, 41; Eugene, 41; 
Hugo, 41, 423 Roget, 43; also Special 
Education Catalogue. 

Literature, Roget, 43. 
Novels, Army Series, 39- 
sai, Cooke, 47; Grevillea, 49. 

Genera Plantarum, 2entham and Hooker, 46. 

Genesis, chrew Texts, 19,35; Wright,C. 1H /1.,28. 

Geography, Ancient, K7epert, 52. 

Geometry, Spencer, W. G., 54. 

German Literature, Wibelungenlied, 42; Phillipps, 


i 


43. 

Novels, Army Series, 39. 

Germany, Marchs, 59. 
God, Idea of, D’'Alwiella, 14. 
Gospel, First, Plain Commentary, 23. 

Fourth, Drummond, 17; Tayler, 26. 
Gospels, Lost and Hostile, Gow/d, 18. 

Old and New Certainty, Robinson, 24. 
Greek, Modern, Zompolides, 45. 
Gymnastics, Medical, Schreber, 54. 
Health, Herbert, 49. 

Hebrew, Biblical, Kennedy, 35. 

Language, Delitzasch, 34. 

Lexicon, /uerst, 35. 

New School of Poets, Albrecht, 36. 

Scriptures, Sharpe, 25. 

Story, Peters, 23. 

Syndnyms, Kennedy, 35. 

Text of O.T., Weir, 27. 

Texts, 19, 35+ 
Hebrews, History of, Kittel, 6; Peters, 12; 

Sharpe, 25. 

Religion of, Kuenen, 9 ; Montefiore, 14. 
Heterogenesis, Bastian, 46. 

Hibbert Lectures, 14, 15. 





Hygiene: How to Live, Caton, 47. 

Hymns, Jones, 20. : 

Icelandic, Lilja, 42; Viga Glums Saga 44. 

Dictionary, Zoega, 45. 

Grammar, Bayldon, 40. 

Individualism, Spencer, Man v. State, 32. 

Irish, Atkinson, 40; Book of Ballymote, 40; Book 
of Leinster, 41; logan, 41; Leabhar Breac, 
42; Leabhar na H-Uidhri, 42; O'Grady, 
433; Stokes, 43; Todd Lectures, 44; Vellow 
Look of Lecan, 45. 

Isaiah, Diettrich, 34; Hebrew Texts, 19, 35- 

Israel, History of, Kittel,6; Peters, 23; Sharpe, 25. 

Religion of, Kuenen, 9. 

in Egypt, Wright, GC. H. B., 28. 

Jeremiah, Mosheh ben Shesheth, 22. 

Jesus, Keim, 8. 

The Real, Vickers, 27. 

Times of, Hausrath, 8. 

See also Christ. 

Job, Book of, Lwald,8; Hebrew Text, 19, 353 
Wright, G. H. B., 28. 

Rabbinical Comment. on, Text & Trans. Soc.38. 
Justice, Spencer, Princ. of Ethics, I1., 31, 32. 
Kant, Schurman, 30. 

Kindergarten, Goldammer, 57. 

Knowledge, Evolution of, Perrin, 30. 

Labour, /larrison, 57; Schloss, 59; Vynne, 60. 

Leabhar Breac, 42; Atkinson, 40; Hogan, 41. 

Leprosy, Abraham, 46. 

Life, and Matter, Lodge, 21. 

Lives of the Saints, ogan, 41. 

Logarithms, Sang, 53; Schroen, 54; Vega, 55. 

London Library Catalogue, 57. 

Lumbar Curve, Cunningham Mems., 11., 48. 

Mahabharata, Sdrensen, 37. 

Malaria, Annett, 46; Boyce, 47; Dutton, 48; 
Mems. of Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine, 51; Ross, 55; Stephens, 55. 

Maori, Dictionary, Williams, 45. 

Manual, Maori, 42. 

Materialism, Wartineau, 22. 

Mathematics. Warnack, 49; Spencer, 54. 

See also Logarithms. 

Medizval Thought, Poole, 23. 

Mesca Ulad, Todd Lectures, I., 44. 

Metaphysics, Laurie, 29. 

Mexico, Religions of, Révzlle, 15. 

Micah, Book of, Taylor, 26. 

Microscopy, Journal of the Roy. Micro. Soc., 503 

Journal of the Quekett Micro. Club, 50. 
Midrash, Christianity in, Wexford, 19. 

Mineral Systems, Chapman, 47. 

Monasticism, Harnack, 18. 

Mosquitoes, Mems. of Liverpool School of Trop. 
Medicine, 51. 

Mythology, American, Curtin, 57. 

Greek, Brown, 56; St. Clair, 59. 

Northern, Stephens, 60. 

Myxomycetes, Cooke, 47. 

Natural Selection, Spencer, 32. 

Nautical Terms, Deddos, 41. 

Nennius, The Irish, Hogan, 41. 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


INDEX—Continued. 


New Guinea, Cunningham Mems., X., 48. 
New Testament, sce Testament, 26. 
New Testament Times, Wausrath, 8, 19. 
Nitidularia, Wurray, 52. 
Norwegian Dictionary, Rosing, 43. 
Ophthalmic Tests, Pray, 52; Snellen, 54. 
Origins, Christian, Johnson, 20. 
of Religion, Hibbert Lectures, 14, 15. 
Pali, Dipavamsa, 34; Milanda Panho, 36; 
Vinaya Pitakam, 38. 
Handbook, Frankfurter, 35. 
Miscellany, 37. 
Pathology, Inflammation Idea in, Ransom, 52. 
Paul, St., Baur, 8; Pfleiderer, 9; Weinel, 4. 
Persian Grammar, Platts, 37. 
Persian, Avesti Pahlavi, 34. 
Peru, Religions of, Révzdle, 15. 
Philo Judzeus, Drummond, 209. 
Philosophy, 29. 
and Experience, Hodgson, 29. 
Jewish Alexandrian, Drummond, 29. 
of Religion, P/leiderer, 9. 
Reorganisation of, Hodgson, 29. 
Religion of, Perrin, 23. 
Synthetic, Collins, 29; Spencer, 31. 
Phyllotaxis, Church, 47. 
Plague, Boghurst, 46. 
Political Institutions, Sfezcer, Princ. of Soci- 
ology, II., 31. 
Prayers, Common Prayer, 16 ; Jones, 20; Personal, 
22; Sadler, 24; Ten Services, 26; Vizard, 27. 
Prehistoric Man, Avebury, 56; Engelhardt, 57; 
Laing, 59. 
Printing, at Brescia, Peddie, 59. 
Professional Institutions, Sencer, 
Sociology, III., 31. 
Profit-sharing, Schloss, 59. 
Prophets of O.T., Ewadd, 8. 
Protestant Faith, Herrmann, 12; Réville, 11. 
Psalms, Hebrew Texts, 19, 35. 
and Canticles, Ten Services, 26. 
Commentary, Zwald, 8. 
Psychology, Wind, 30; Scripture, 30; Wundt, 33. 
of Belief, Pikler, 30. 
Principles of, Spencer, 31. 
Reconciliation, Henxslow, 19. 
Reformation, Beard, 14. 
Religion, Child and, 13. 
History of, Kuenen, 9,14; Réville, 9, 15. 
of Philosophy, Perrin, 23. 
Philosophy of, Pfleiderer, 9. 
Struggle for Light, Wzsmer, 11. 
See also Christianity, History of. 
Religions, National and Universal, Kuenen, 21. 
of Authority, Sabatier, 4. 
Resurrection, Wacan, 22; Marchant, 22. 


Princ. of 








Reviews and Periodical Publications, 61. 
Rigveda, Wadiis, 38. 

Rome, Renan, 15. 

Runes, Stephens, 60. 

Ruth, Wright, C. A. H., 28 

Sanitation, in Cape Coast Town, 7aylor, 55. 

in Para, WVotes, 52. 

Sanscrit, Abhidhanaratnamala, 34; Sdrensen, 37+ 

Self-Aid, in War, Caverhill, 47. 

Sermons, Beard, 16; Broadbent, 16. 

Services, Common Prayer, 16; Jones, 20; Ten 
Services, 26. 

Silva Gadelica, O’Grady, 43. 

Social Dynamics, Mackenzie, 30. 

Statics, Spencer, 32. | 
Sociology, Descriptive, Spencer, 32. 

Principles of, Spencer, 31. 

Study of, Spencer, 32. | 
Solomon, Song of, Révzlle, 23. | 
South Place Ethical Society, Conway, 17. 
Spanish Dictionary, Velasquez, 44. 

Spinal Cord, Bruce, 47. 

Sternum, Paterson, 52. 

Storms, Piddington, 52. | 

Sun Heat, Cunningham Mems., I11., 48. | 

Surgery, System of, von Bergmann, 46. 

Syriac, Bernstein, 34; Diettrich, 34; Néldeke, \ 
36. 

Taal, Afrikander, Oordt, 42; Werner, 4s. | 

Talmud, Christianity in, Hezford, 10. 

Tennyson, Wedd, 60. 

Testament, New, Commentary, Protestant Com- - 
MeEntArY, 9. | 

Textual Criticism, Vestle, 7. 

Times, Hausrath, 8, 19. 

See also Gospels. j 
Testament, Old, Cuneiform Inscriptions, Schra-. 

der, 9. | 

Literature of, Kautzsch, 21. | 
Test Types, Pray, 52; Snellen, 54. | 
Theism, Voysey, 27. | 
Theological Translation Library, 3 
Theology, Analysis of, Figg, 18. | 

History of, Pfleiderer, 9. 
Truth, Search for, Horton, 20. 
Trypanosomiasis, Dutton, 48. 
Virgil, Henry, 57. 

Virgin Birth, Lobstein, ro. 
Weissmann, Spencer, 32. 
Woman's Labour, Exglishwoman’s Review, 573) 

Harrison, 57; Vynne, 60. 

Suffrage, Blackburn, 56. 
Yellow Fever, Durham, 48. 
Zoology, Fasciculi Malayenses, 49; Journal a 

the Linnean Soc., 49; Liverpool Marine 
Biology Committee Mems., 50. 








| 
| 
| 
| 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


Williams & Norgate’s 


Catalogue of Publications. 








i Theology and Religion. 


THEOLOGICAL TRANSLATION LIBRARY. 
Hew Series. 


A Series of Translations by which the best results of recent Theo- 
logical Investigations on the Continent, conducted without reference 
to doctrinal considerations, and with the sole purpose of arriving 
at the truth, are placed within reach of English readers. 

Vols. I.—XII. were edited by the Rev. T. K. Cheyne, M.A., 
D.D., Oriel Professor of Interpretation in the University of Oxford, 
Canon of Rochester ; and the late Rev. A. B. Bruce, D.D., Professor 
of Apologetics, Free Church College, Glasgow. 


Vol. XIII. was edited by Rev. Allan Menzies, D.D., Professor of 
Divinity and Biblical Criticism in the University, St Andrews. 


Vols. XV., XVII., XVIII., and XXI. are edited by Rev. W. D. 
Morrison, M.A., LL.D. 


Vols. XIX. and XX. are edited by Rev. James Moffatt, B.D., 
D.D., St Andrews. 


The Price per Volume is tos. 6d. 


Subscribers to the Series obtain three volumes for 2Is., or 
22s. 6d. carriage free, payable before publication of the volumes. 


Vols. XIX. and XX. 


THE EXPANSION OF CHRISTIANITY IN THE 
FIRST THREE CENTURIES. By Adolf Harnack, 
Ordinary Professor of Church History in the University, and 
Fellow of the Royal Academy of the Sciences, Berlin ; trans- 
lated and edited by James Moffatt, B.D., D.D., St Andrews. 

“On the value of such a work by such a writer it is scarcely necessary to 
enlarge. All familiar with Professor Harnack’s method expect his treatment 
of a theme like this to be masterly, and their expectation is more: than 
realised,” —Christzan World. 

“Nothing could surpass the excellent skill and taste with which these 
volumes have been translated, edited, and produced.”—Britésh Weekly, 
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Vol. XXI. In the Press. Almost Ready. One Volume. 


ST PAUL: THE MAN AND HIS WORK. By Prof. H. 
Weinel of ‘the University of Jena. Translated by Rev. G. A. 
Bienemann, M.A. Edited by Rev. W. D. Morrison, LL.D. 


Vol. XVIII. 
CHRISTIAN LIFE IN THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH. 


By Ernst von Dobschiitz, Professor of New Testament in the 
University of Strassburg. Translated by Rev. G. Bremner, and 
edited by the Rev. W. D. Morrison, LL.D. 


‘* Tt is only in the very best English work that we meet with the scientific 
thoroughness and all-round competency of which this volume is a good 
specimen ; while such splendid historical veracity and outspokenness would 
hardly be possible in the present or would-be holder of an English theo- 
logical chair.” — The Speaker. 


‘* Some may think that the author’s finding is too favourable to the early 
churches, but at any rate there is no volume in which material for forming a 
judgment is so fully collected or so attractively presented,” —British Weekly. 


Vol. XVI. 


THE RELIGIONS OF AUTHORITY AND THE 
RELIGION OF THE SPIRIT. By the late Auguste 
Sabatier, Professor of the University of Paris, Dean of the 
Protestant Theological Faculty. With a Memoir of the Author 
by Jean Réville, Professor in the Protestant Theological Faculty 
of the University of Paris, and a Note by Madame Sabatier. 

“‘ Without any exaggeration, this is to be described as a great book, the 
finest legacy of the author to the Protestant Church of France and to the theo- 
logical thought of the age. Written in the logical and lucid style which is 
characteristic of the best French theology, and excellently translated, it is a 


work which any thoughtful person, whether a professional student or not, 
might read without difficulty.” —Glascow Herald. 


Vols. XV. and XVII. 


THE BEGINNINGS OF CHRISTIANITY. By Paul 
Wernle, Professor Extraordinary of Modern Church History at 
the University of Basel. Revised by the Author, and translated 
by the Rev. G. A. Bienemann, M.A., and edited, with an Intro- 
duction, by the Rev. W. D. Morrison, LL.D. 


Vol. I. The Rise of the Religion. 
Vol. II, The Development of the Church. 


From some of the Reviews of the Work. 


Dr Marcus Dods in the British Weekly—‘* We cannot recall any work by 
a foreign theologian which is likely to have a more powerful influence on the 
thought of this country than Wernle’s Beginnings of Christianity. It is well 
written and well translated ; it is earnest, clear, and persuasive, and above all 
it is well adapted to catch the large class of thinking men who are at present 
seeking some non-miraculous explanation of Christianity.” 
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‘This translation of Prof. Wernle’s lectures deserves a very hearty wel- 
come in England. The style is alive and vigorous, the thought suggestive ; 
the whole narrative is admirably clear and simple, popular in the best sense of 
the term. . . . It may be accepted as a companion volume to Harnack’s What 
zs Christianity ? as an announcement of a liberal position of slightly differing 
tendency. It is quite easy and pleasant reading for the ordinary Jayman who 
may be desirous of knowing the present position of the more advanced schools, 
and how much of the traditional theology these are prepared to retain. One 
could wish that a few more English theologians would attempt a similar 
apologia for the edification of the perplexed lay mind.” —Dazly News. 


“No English book covers the same ground, or is conceived with the same 
breadth and sanity; in few works in any language are learning and insight 
so happily combined.” —LZainburgh Review. 


‘The translation is well done, and the book is full of interest.”— 
Atheneum. 


The Earlier Works included in the Library are :— 


HISTORY OF DOGMA. By Adolf Harnack, Ordinary Pro- 
fessor of Church History in the University, and Fellow of the 
Royal Academy of the Sciences, Berlin. Translated from the 
Third German Edition. Edited by the Rev. Prof. A. B. 
Bruce, D.D. 7 vols. (New Series, Vols. I]., VII, VIII, IX., 
X., XI., XII.) 8vo, cloth, each ros. 6d. ; half-leather, suitable 
for presentation, 125. 6d. 


ABBREVIATED LIST OF CONTENTS:—Vol. L.: IntTRo- 
pucToryY Division:—I. Prolegomena to the Study of the History 
of Dogma. II. The Presuppositions of the History of Dogma. 
Division I.—The Genesis of Ecclesiastical Dogma, or the 
Genesis of the Catholic Apostolic Dogmatic Theology, and the 
first Scientific Ecclesiastical System of Doctrine. Book I. :— 
The Preparation. Vol. I1.: Division I. Boox IL:—The 
Laying of the Foundation.—\. Historical Survey.—J/. Mixing 
and gradual Secularising of Christianity as a Church.—TI. 
Fixing and gradual Hellenising of Christianity as a System of 
Doctrine. Vol. III.: Division I. Book II.:—TZhe Laying of 
the Foundation—continued. Division I1.—The Development 
of Ecclesiastical Dogma. Boox I.:—Zhe History of the 
Development of Dogma as the Doctrine of the God-man on the 
basis of Natural Theology. A.—Presuppositions of Doctrine of 
Redemption or Natural Theology. B.—The Doctrine of Redemp- 
tion in the Person of the God-man in its historical development. 
Vol. 1V.: Division II. Boox I.—Z%e History of the Develop- 
ment of Dogma as the Doctrine of the God-man on the basis of 
Natural Theology—continued. Vol. V.: Division II. Boox 
Il.—Lxpansion and Remodelling of Dogma into a Doctrine of 
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Sin, Grace, and Means of Grace on the basis of the Church. 
Vol. VI.: Division IIL Book Il.—xfansion and Re- 
modelling of Dogma into a Doctrine of Sin, Grace, and Means 
of Grace on the basis of the Church—continued. Vol. VII.: 
Division II. Boox Ill.—TZkhe Threefold Issue of the History 
of Dogma.—F ull Index. 

‘No work on Church history in recent times has had the influence of 
Prof. Harnack’s Hzstory of Dogma.” — Times. 


‘* A book which is admitted to be one of the most important theological 
works of the time.” —Dazly News. 


WHAT IS CHRISTIANITY? Sixteen Lectures delivered 
in the University of Berlin during the Winter Term, 1899-1900. 
By Adolf Harnack. Translated by Thomas Bailey Saunders. 
(New Series, Vol. XIV.) Demy 8vo, cloth, ros. 6d¢.; half- 
leather, suitable for presentation, 12s. 6d. 





Prof. W. Sanday of Oxford, in the examination of the work, says :—‘“‘ I 
may assume that Harnack’s book, which has attracted a good deal of attention 
in this country as in Germany, is by this time well known, and that its merits 
are recognised—its fresh and vivid descriptions, its breadth of view and skilful 
selection of points, its frankness, its genuine enthusiasm, its persistent effort 
to get at the living realities of religion.” 

“Seldom has a treatise of the sort been at once so suggestive and so 
stimulating. Seldom have the results of so much learning been brought 
to bear on the religious problems which address themselves to the modern 
mind.” —P2/ot. 


‘‘In many respects this is the most notable work of Prof, Harnack. . . . 
These lectures are most remarkable, both for the historical insight they 
display and for their elevation of tone and purpose.” —Lzterature, 


THE COMMUNION OF THE CHRISTIAN WITH 
GOD: A Discussion in Agreement with the View of 
Luther. By W. Herrmann, Dr. Theol., Professor of Dogmatic 
Theology in the University of Marburg. Translated from the 
Second thoroughly revised Edition, with Special Annotations by 
the Author, by J. Sandys Stanyon, M.A. (New Series, Vol. IV.) 
8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 

“It will be seen from what has been said that this book is a very Im- 


portant one, . . . The translation is also exceedingly well done.”—Cy2tical 
Review, 


‘“'We trust the book will be widely read, and should advise those who 
read it to do so twice.” —Primetive Methodist Quarterly. 


“Instinct with genuine religious feeling; . . . exceedingly interesting 
and suggestive.” —Glassow Herald. 


A HISTORY OF THE HEBREWS, By R. Kittel, Or- 
dinary Professor of Theology in the University of Breslau. In 
2 vols. (New Series, Vols. III. and VI.) 8vo, cloth. Each 
volume, ros. 6d. 
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Vol. I. Sources of Information and History of the Period up to 
the Death of Joshua. Translated by John Taylor, D.Lit., M.A. 





Vol, II. Sources of Information and History of the Period down 
to the Babylonian Exile. Translated by Hope W. Hogg, B.D., and 
E. B. Speirs, D.D. 


““Tt is a sober and earnest reconstruction, for which every earnest student 
of the Old Testament should be grateful.” —Christdan World. 


“Tt will be a happy day for pulpit and pew when a well-thumbed copy of 
the History of the Hebrews is to be found in every manse and parsonage.” — 
Literary World. 


‘Tt is a work which cannot fail to attract the attention of thoughtful 
people in this country.” —Pall Mall Gazette. 


AN INTRODUCTION TO THE TEXTUAL CRITI-. 

CISM OF THE GREEK NEW TESTAMENT. 
By Professor Eberhard Nestle, of Maulbronn. Translated from 
the Second Edition, with Corrections and Additions by the 
Author, by William Edie, B.D., and edited, with a Preface, by 
Allan Menzies, D.D., Professor of Divinity and Biblical Criticism 
in the University of St Andrews. (New Series, Vol. XIII.) 
With eleven reproductions of Texts. Demy 8vo, ros. 6d. ; half- 
leather, 12s. 6d. 


‘©We have no living scholar more capable of accomplishing the fascin- 
ating task of preparing a complete introduction on the new and acknowledged 
principles than Prof. Nestle. This book will stand the most rigorous 
scrutiny ; it will surpass the highest expectation.” Axfosztory Times. 


‘‘Nothing could be better than Dr Nestle’s account of the materials 
which New Testament textual criticism has to deal with,’’—Spectator, 


‘*We know of no book of its size which can be recommended more cor- 
dially to the student, alike for general interest and for the clearness of its 
arrangement. . . . In smoothness of rendering, the translation is one of the 
best we have come across for a considerable time.” —MManchesler Guardian, 


THE APOSTOLIC AGE. By Prof. Carl von Weizsacker. 
Translated by James Millar, B.D. 2 vols. (New Series, Vols. 
I. and V.) Demy 8vo, cloth. Each ros. 6d. 


‘‘ Weizsacker is an authority of the very first rank. The present work 
marks an epoch in New Testament criticism. The English reader is fortunate 
in having a masterpiece of this kind rendered accessible to him,” —E.xfosetory 
Times. 


‘«, , . No student of theology or of the early history of Christianity can 
afford to leave Weizsacker’s great book unread.” —Manchester Guardian. 


‘In every direction in this work we find the mark of the independent 
thinker and investigator ... this remarkable volume . . . this able and 
learned work. . . .”— Christian World, 


‘The book itself . . . is of great interest, and the work of the translation 
has been done in a most satisfactory way.”’—Cretical Review. 
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THEOLOGICAL TRANSLATION FUND LIBRARY. 
Old Series. 
Uniform Price per Volume, 6s. 


BAUR (F.C.). CHURCH HISTORY OF THE FIRST 
THREE CENTURIES. Translated from the Third 
German Edition. Edited by Rev. Allan Menzies. 2 vols. 8vo, 
cloth. 12s. 


— PAUL, THE APOSTLE OF JESUS CHRIST, 
HIS LIFE AND WORK, HIS EPISTLES AND 
DOCTRINE. A Contribution to a Critical History of 
Primitive Christianity. By Rev. Allan Menzies. 2nd Edition. 
2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 12s. 


BLEEK (F.). LECTURES ON THE APOCALYPSE. 
Translated. Edited by the Rev. Dr. S. Davidson. 8vo, cloth. 
65. 


EWALD’S (Dr. H.) COMMENTARY ON THE 
PROPHETS OF THE OLD TESTAMENT. 
Translated by the Rev. J. F. Smith. [Vol. I. General Intro- 
duction, Yoel, Amos, Hosea, and Zakharya 9-11. Vol. II. 
Yesaya, Obadya, and Mikah. Vol. III. Nahtm, Ssephanya, 
Habaqqtiq, Zakharya, Yéremya. Vol. IV. Hezekiel, Yesaya 
xl.-Ixvi. Vol. V. Haggai, Zakharya, Malaki, Jona, Baruc, 
Daniel, Appendix and Index.] 5 vols. 8vo, cloth. 30s. 


— COMMENTARY ON THE PSALMS. Translated 
by the Rev. E. Johnson, M.A. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth, tas. 


— COMMENTARY ON THE BOOK OF JOB, with 
Translation. Translated from the German by the Rev. J. 
Frederick Smith. 8vo, cloth. 9s. 


HAUSRATH (Prof. A.). HISTORY OF THE NEW 
TESTAMENT TIMES. The Time of Jesus. Translated 
by the Revs. C. T. Poynting and P. Quenzer. 2 vols. 8vo, 
Clothe 912s: 


The second portion of this work, ‘‘The Times of the Apostles,” was 
issued apart from the Library, but in uniform volumes ; see p. 19. 


KEIM’S HISTORY OF JESUS OF NAZARA: Con- 
sidered in its connection with the National Life of 
Israel, and related in detail. Translated from the 
German by Arthur Ransom and the Rev. E. M. Geldart. 
[Vol. I. Second Edition. Introduction, Survey of Sources, 
Sacred and Political Groundwork, Religious Groundwork. 
Vol. II. The Sacred Youth, Self-recognition, Decision. Vol. ITI. 
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The First Preaching, the Works of Jesus, the Disciples, and 
Apostolic Mission. Vol. IV. Conflicts and _ Disillusions, 
Strengthened Self-confidence, Last Efforts in Galilee, Signs of 
the Approaching Fall, Recognition of the Messiah. Vol. V. 
The Messianic Progress to Jerusalem, the Entry into Jerusalem, 
the Decisive Struggle, the Farewell, the Last Supper. Vol. VI. 
The Messianic Death at Jerusalem. Arrest and Pseudo-Trial, 
the Death on the Cross, Burial and Resurrection, the Messiah’s 
Place in History, Indices.] Complete in 6 vols. 8vo. 36s. 


(Vol. I. only to be had when a complete set of the work is ordered.) 


KUENEN (Dr. A.) THE RELIGION OF ISRAEL 
TO THE FALL OF THE JEWISH STATE. By 
Dr. A. Kuenen, Professor of Theology at the University, Leyden. 
Translated from the Dutch by A. H. May. 3 vols. 8vo, cloth. 
18s. 


PFLEIDERER (0O.). PAULINISM: A Contribution 
to the History of Primitive Christian Theology. 
Translated by E. Peters. 2nd Edition. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. r12s. 


—— PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION ON THE BASIS 
OF ITS HISTORY. (Vols. I. Il. History of the Philo- 
sophy of Religion from Spinoza to the Present Day; Vols. 
III. IV. Genetic-Speculative Philosophy of Religion.) | Trans- 
lated by Prof. Allan Menzies and the Rev. Alex. Stewart. 
4 vols. 8vo, cloth. 245. 


REVILLE (Dr. A.). PROLEGOMENA OF THE 
HISTORY OF RELIGIONS. With an Introduction by 
Prof. F. Max Miller. 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


PROTESTANT COMMENTARY ON THE NEW 
TESTAMENT. With General and Special Introductions. 
Edited by Profs. P. W. Schmidt and F. von Holzendorff. 
Translated from the Third German Edition by the Rey. F. H. 
Jones, B.A. 3 vols. 8vo, cloth. 18s. 


SCHRADER (Prof. E.). THE CUNEIFORM_ IN- 
SCRIPTIONS AND THE OLD TESTAMENT. 
Translated from the Second Enlarged Edition, with Additions 
by the Author, and an Introduction by the Rev. Owen C. 
Whitehouse, M.A. 2 vols. (Vol. I. not sold separately.) With 
a Map. 8vo, cloth, 12s. 


ZELLER (Dr. E.). THE CONTENTS AND ORIGIN 
OF THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES CRITI- 
CALLY INVESTIGATED. Preceded by Dr. Fr. Over- 
beck’s Introduction to the Acts of the Apostles from De Wette’s 
Handbook. Translated by Joseph Dare. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 12s. 
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THE CROWN THEOLOGICAL LIBRARY. 


Dr John Watson, of Liverpool: ‘‘ The Crown Theological Library is 
rendering valuable service to lay theologians in this country, as well as to 
ministers.” 


The volumes are uniform in size (crown octavo) and binding, but the 
price varies accordiis to the size and emportance of the work. 


I. BABEL AND BIBLE. By Dr. Friedrich Delitzsch, 
Professor of Assyriology in the University of Berlin. Authorised 
Translation. Edited, with an Introduction, by Rev. C. H. 
W. Johns. Crown 8vo, with 77 illustrations, cloth. 55. 


These are the two famous Lectures which were delivered before the 
Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft in the presence of the German Emperor, and 
again before the Emperor, Empress, and the Court, and which gave rise to 
the Babel-Bible controversy. They set forth freshly and temperately the 
close relation between the results of cuneiform studies and the more 
familiar facts of the Old Testament, and clearly state the conclusions of 
European scholarship as to the compilation of the Pentateuch from many 
different sources, and as to its dependence on Babylonian myths for large 
portions of its primeval history. ; 


‘This interestingly illustrated and well-made version of the Lectures 
should satisfy both scholars and general readers, though no doubt scholars 
will know best how to appreciate the high value of its arguments.” — Scotsman. 


‘‘ Tt is written in an interesting and arresting style, and gives the best 
account we have seen in short compass of these most important discoveries.” 
—The Weekly Leader. 


** Tt is long since any book on Biblical Archzeology could claim to be more 
deeply interesting to inquiring minds than this volume must be admitted to 
be by any thoughtful reader. . . . We believe that most readers will be 
delighted with the book as a description, romantic in its realism, of actual 
discoveries, and their bearing on the accuracy of the Old Testament state- 
ments.” —Christian Commonwealth. 


Il. THE VIRGIN BIRTH OF CHRIST: An 
Historical and Critical Essay. By Paul Lobstein, Pro- 
fessor of Dogmatics in the University of Strassburg. Translated 
by Victor Leuliette, A.K.C., B.-és-L., Paris. Edited, with an 
Introduction, by W. D. Morrison, LL.D. Crown 8vo. 35. 


‘*It should be added that Lobstein falls behind no one of those who have 
refined the tone of modern controversy, that his attitude to those whose views 
he opposes is considerate, his own purpose constructive for faith, and his tone 
impressively reverent. Mr Leuliette’s translation is in admirably clear and 
good English,” —Azbéert Journal. 


“* Professor Lobstein handles his theme with a thoroughly reverent spirit, 
and the book may be recommended to all who are in doubt as to this par- 
ticular dogma.”— Scotsman. 


‘No one who reads this most scholarly and convincing volume will doubt 
the sincerity of the Professor’s endeavour and aim; and most readers will 
gratefully own the notable success he has achieved.” —.S¢ Andrew. 
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Ill. MY STRUGGLE FOR LIGHT: Confessions 
of a Preacher. By R. Wimmer, Pastor of Weisweil-am- 
Rhein in Baden. Crown 8vo, cloth. 35. 6d, 


Dr. P. T. Forsyth, Principal of Hackney College. —‘‘ A beautiful transla- 
tion of a beautiful book.” 

‘It is a book which will appeal to ministers who are anxious to preserve 
intellectual sincerity, and to thoughtful laymen who are turning over in their 
mind the deepest problems of religion. The author’s spirit thoughout the 
book reminds one of Martineau. The tone and style of the book are 
admirable.”—Dr. John Watson in Christian Commonwealth. 

‘Well worth translating and adding to the Crown Theological Library, 
It is a book of beautiful intention and most sincere aspiration.” —Axfosetory 
Times. 

‘* This is a notable and vital book, full of keen thought and sweet with 
the fragrance of true piety.” Week's Survey. 

‘This is a delightful book, for we have in it, not the result of scholar- 
ship, though that is sound and wide, but the faithful record of the victorious 
struggles of a religious genius with the spectres of a mind which assail every 
earnest and thoughtful man in this critical age. The book has one of the 
marks of true greatness—absolute sincerity. The entire courage, simplicity, 
and clearmindedness with which Wimmer faces the difficulties of modern 
religious thought enforce our admiration, and win our trust and sympathy.” 
—Lxaminer. 


# 
IV. LIBERAL CHRISTIANITY : Its Origin, Nature, 
and Mission. By Jean Réville, Professeur adjoint a la 
Faculté de Théologie Protestante de l’Université de Paris. 
Translated and edited by Victor Leuliette, A.K.C., B.-és-L. 
Crown 8vo, cloth. 45. 

‘The book is a powerful, lucid and interesting restatement of the position 
of Protestantism in regard to modern advances in philosophy and science.” 
— Scotsman. 

‘¢We commend the book for its lucid style, vigorous reasoning, and 
spiritual aims.” —Christian Commonwealth. 

‘* Admirably translated and edited by Victor Leuliette ; is a book which 
will be of great value to all who are interested in the history of religious 
development.” —S¢ Andrew. 

“An honest and earnest effort to vindicate the eternal place of religion 
in the life of man, and deserves all respect.” — Week’s Survey. 


V. WHAT IS CHRISTIANITY? By Adolf Harnack, 
Professor of Church History in the University, Berlin. Trans- 
lated by Thomas Bailey Saunders. Crown 8vo. 5s. 


Prof, W. Sanday, of Oxford, in an examination of the work, says: “I 
may assume that Harnack’s book, which has attracted a good deal of attention 
in this country as in Germany, is by this time well known, and that its merits 
are recognised—its fresh and vivid descriptions, its breadth of view and skilful 
selection of points, its frankness, its genuine enthusiasm, its persistent effort 
to get at the living realities of religion.” 

‘In many respects this is the most notable work of Prof. Harnack. . . . 
These lectures are most remarkable, both for the historical insight they dis- 
play and for their elevation of tone and purpose.” —Lererature. 
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Vol. VI. FAITH AND MORALS. By W. Herrmann, Pro- 


Vol. 


Vol. 


Vol. 


fessor of Systematic Theology at the University of Marburg ; 
Author of ‘*The Communion of the Christian with God.” 
Crown 8vo, cloth. 5s. 

Two of the author’s shorter writings, with brief notes by the translators. 
One is on Ritschl, and discusses the Protestant notion of Christian Belief ; 
the other on Romanist versus Protestant Ethics, showing the fundamentally 
opposite conceptions of the moral law underlying recent Jesuit and Protestant 
views of truth-speaking or of conscience. An Appendix written for the last 
German edition deals with three replies. 


VII. EARLY HEBREW STORY. A Study of the 
Origin, the Value, and the Historical Background of the 
Legends of Israel. By John P. Peters, D.D., Rector of 
St Michael’s Church, New York; author of ‘Nippur, or 
Explorations and Adventures on the Euphrates.” Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 55. 

These lectures were originally delivered as Bond Lectures before the 
Bangor Theological Seminary in Bangor, Me., U.S.A. Extract from a minute 
adopted by the faculty of that institution after the delivery of those lectures : 
—‘*The broad and ripe scholarship, the fresh knowledge of details, the 
constructive temper, and the reverent Christian spirit which were always 
manifest, gave these lectures exceptional worth, not only for the student 
body, but for the large company of thoughtful people who heard them.” 


“These lectures are certainly of quite exceptional worth. Dr. Peters 
has for many years given the attention of a ripe and thorough scholar to 
the beginnings of history in Israel; and these lectures will not only interest 
the general reader, but will suggest much to the expert.” British Weekly. 


VIll. BIBLE PROBLEMS AND THE NEW 
MATERIAL FOR THEIR SOLUTION. A Plea 
for Thoroughness of Investigation addressed to 
Churchmen and Scholars. By the Rev. T. K. Cheyne, 
D.Litt., D.D., Fellow of the British Academy; Oriel Professor 
of Interpretation in the University of Oxford, and Canon of 
Rochester. Crown 8vo. 5s. 

““The temper of his book is admirably gentle and restrained, and the 
matter is of most living interest.”— Academy and Literature. 


‘* The work is remarkably interesting and learned . . . . those who wish 
to understand what problems are likely to engage attention in the near 
future ought not to neglect the book.”—Artish Friend. 


IX. THE DOCTRINE OF THE ATONEMENT 
AND ITS HISTORICAL EVOLUTION ; and RE- 
LIGION AND MODERN CULTURE. By the late 
Auguste Sabatier, Professor in the University of Paris, and Dean 
of the Protestant Theological Faculty. Translated by Victor 
Leuliette, A.K.C., B.-és-L. Crown 8vo. 4s. 6d. 


““The essay on The Atonement is a masterly outline sketch of the 
historical evolution of the doctrine.” —Oxford Chronicle. 
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“*The second portion of the volume is an admirable statement of the 
mental condition of the modern world, its doubts and confusions, and of 
the true method of resolving them. . . . Both the studies in the volume are 
profoundly interesting ; marked everywhere by the piercing insight, philo- 
sophic grasp, and deep spirituality which are characteristic of this great and 
lamented Christian thinker.”—7he Christian World. 


Vol. X. THE EARLY CHRISTIAN CONCEPTION OF 
CHRIST: Its Value and Significance in the History 
of Religion. By Otto Pfleiderer, D.D., Professor of Practical 
Theology in the University, Berlin. Crown 8vo. 35. 6d. 

‘‘We can heartily recommend Professor Pfleiderer’s book as a solid 


contribution towards the solution of the question which it discusses.”—.S¢ 
Andrew, 


“Tt would be difficuit to name any recent English work which could 
compare with this brilliant essay as a concise but lucid presentation of the 
attitude of the more advanced school of German theologians to the founder 
of the Christian religion.” —Scotsman. 


XI. THE CHILD AND RELIGION: Eleven 
Essays. By Prof. Henry Jones, M.A., LL.D., University of 
Glasgow; C. F. G. Masterman, M.A.; Prof. George T. Ladd, 
D.D., LL.D., University of Yale; Rev. F. R. Tennant, M.A., 
B.Sc., Hulsean Lecturer; Rev. J. Cynddylan Jones, D.D.; Rev. 
Canon Hensley Henson, M.A.; Rev. Robert F. Horton, M.A., 
oD. Key..G.. Hil, M.As-D.D.; Reve Je J.2i bomtonms, Rev. 
Rabbi A. A. Green; Prof. Joseph Agar Beet, D.D. Edited by 
Thomas Stephens, B.A. Crown 8vo. 5s. 

““No fresher and more instructive book on this question has been issued 


for years, and the study of its pages will often prove a godsend to many 
perplexed minds in the church and in the Christian home.” —4retesh Weekly. 


XII. THE EVOLUTION OF RELIGION: an An- 
thropological Study. By L. R. Farnell, D.Litt., Fellow and 
Tutor of Exeter College, Oxford; University Lecturer in Clas- 
sical Archeology, etc., etc. Crown 8vo, cloth. 55. 


Vol. 


— 


Vol. 


— 


Ln the Press. 


THE HISTORY OF EARLY CHRISTIAN LITERA- 
TURE. The Books of the New Testament. By H. 
Von Soden, D.D., Professor of Theology in the University of 
Berlin. ‘Translated by the Rev. J. R. Wilkinson, and edited by 
Rey. W. D. Morrison, LL.D. Crown 8vo, cloth. 5s. 


In Active Preparation. 


SCIENCE AND RELIGION: A Demonstration of the 
Reconcilability of their Points of View. By Rudolf 
Otto, Professor of Theology in Gottingen. 


JESUS. By Wilhelm Bousset, Professor of Theology in Gottingen. 
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THE HIBBERT LECTURES. 


Library Edition, demy 8vo, ros. 6d. per volume. Cheap Popular 
Edition, 3s. 6d. per volume. 


ALVIELLA (Count GOBLET D’). EVOLUTION OF 
THE IDEA OF GOD, ACCORDING TO AN- 
THROPOLOGY AND HISTORY. Translated by the 
Rev. P. H. Wicksteed. (Hibbert Lectures, 1891.) Cloth. 
tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


BEARD (Rev. Dr. C.). LECTURES ON THE REFOR- 
MATION OF THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY IN 
ITS RELATION TO MODERN THOUGHT AND 
KNOWLEDGE. (Hibbert Lectures, 1883.) 8vo, cloth. 
tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 3rd Edition, 3s. 6d. 


DAVIDS (T. W. RHYS). LECTURES ON SOME 
POINTS IN THE HISTORY OF INDIAN 
BUDDHISM. (Hibbert Lectures, 1881.) 2nd Edition. 
8vo, cloth. ros. 6d. Cheap Edition, 3s. 6d. 


DRUMMOND (Dr.). VIA, VERITAS, VITA. Lectures 
on Christianity in its most Simple and Intelligible Form. (The 
Hibbert Lectures, 1894.) 10s. 6¢@. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


HATCH (Rev. Dr.) LECTURES ON THE INFLU- 
ENCE OF GREEK IDEAS AND USAGES UPON 
THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH. Edited by Dr. Fair- 
bairn. (Hibbert Lectures, 1888.) 3rd Edition. 8vo, cloth. 
tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 3s. 6d. 


KUENEN (Dr. A.) LECTURES ON NATIONAL 
RELIGIONS AND UNIVERSAL RELIGION. 
(The Hibbert Lectures, 1882.) 8vo, cloth. 10s. 6d. Cheap 
Edition, 3s. 62. 


MONTEFIORE (C. GG.) ORIGIN AND GROWTH 
OF RELIGION AS ILLUSTRATED BY THE 
RELIGION OF THE ANCIENT HEBREWS. 
(The Hibbert Lectures, 1892.) 2nd Edition. 8vo, cloth. 
tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


PFLEIDERER (Dr. O.). LECTURES ON THE IN- 
FLUENCE OF THE APOSTLE PAUL ON THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF CHRISTIANITY. Translated 
by the Rev. J. Frederick Smith. (Hibbert Lectures, 1885.) 
and Edition. 8vo, cloth. tos. 6¢. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


RENAN (E.). ON THE INFLUENCE OF THE IN- 
STITUTIONS, THOUGHT, AND CULTURE OF 
ROME ON CHRISTIANITY, AND THE DE- 
VELOPMENT OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH. 
Translated by the Rev. Charles Beard. (Hibbert Lectures, 1880.) 
8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 3rd Edition, 3s. 6d. 
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THE HIBBERT LECTURES—Continued. 


RENOUF (P. LE PAGE). ON THE RELIGION OF 
ANCIENT EGYPT. (Hibbert Lectures, 1879.) 3rd 
Edition. 8vo, cloth. ros, 6¢. Cheap Edition, 3s. 6d. 


RHYS (Prof. J... ON THE ORIGIN AND GROWTH 
OF RELIGION AS ILLUSTRATED BY CELTIC 
HEATHENDOM. (Hibbert Lectures, 1886.) 8vo, cloth. 
tos. 6d. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


REVILLE (Dr. A... ON THE NATIVE RELIGIONS 
OF MEXICO AND PERU. Translated by the Rev. 
P. H. Wicksteed. (Hibbert Lectures, 1884.) 8vo, cloth. 
tos. 6d, Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 


SAYCE (Prof. A. H.).) ON THE RELIGION OF 
ANCIENT ASSYRIA AND BABYLONIA. 4th 
Edition. (Hibbert Lectures,.1887.) 8vo, cloth tos. 6d. 
Cheap Edition, 3s. 62. 


UPTON (Rev. C. B.). ON THE BASES OF RE- 


LIGIOUS BELIEF. (Hibbert Lectures, 1893.) Demy 
8vo, cloth. ros. 6d. Cheap Edition, 35. 6d. 








ALPHABETICAL LIST. 


ALLIN (Rev. THOS.). UNIVERSALISM ASSERTED 
AS THE HOPE OF THE GOSPEL ON THE 
AUTHORITY OF REASON, THE FATHERS, 
AND HOLY SCRIPTURE. With a Preface by Edna 
Lyall, and a Letter from Canon Wilberforce. Crown 8vo. 
Sewed, 1s. 6d. net; cloth, 2s. 6d. net. 

ALVIELLA (Count GOBLET D’). THE CON- 
TEMPORARY EVOLUTION OF RELIGIOUS 
THOUGHT IN ENGLAND, AMERICA, AND 
INDIA. Translated from the French by the Rev. J. Moden. 
8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 

— EVOLUTION OF THE IDEA OF GOD. See The 
Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 

ANNOTATED CATECHISM. A Manual of Natural Religion 
and Morality, with many practical details. 2nd Edition. Crown 
8vo, cloth. 1s. 

BAUR (F.C.). CHURCH HISTORY OF THE FIRST 
THREE CENTURIES. See Theological Translation 
Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


—— PAUL,-THE APOSTLE OF JESUS CHRIST. 
See Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST—Continued. 


BEARD (Rev. Dr. C.)) THE UNIVERSAL CHRIST, 
AND OTHER SERMONS. Crown 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


— LECTURES ON THE REFORMATION OF 
THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY IN ITS RELA- 
TION TO MODERN THOUGHT AND KNOW- 
LEDGE. See The Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


BEEBY (Rev. C. E., B.D., Author of “Creed and Life”). 
DOCTRINE AND PRINCIPLES. Popular Lectures 
on Primary Questions. Demy 8vo, cloth. 45. 6d. 


BIBLE. Translated by Samuel Sharpe, being a Revision of the 
Authorised English Version. 6th Edition of the Old, roth 
Edition of the New Testament. 8vo, roan. 55. See also 
Testament. 


BLEEK (F.). LECTURES ON THE APOCALYPSE. 
See Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


BROADBENT (The late Rev. T. P., B.A.). THIR- 
TEEN SERMONS, AN ESSAY, AND A FRAG- 
MENT. With a Prefatory Note by Rey. Prof. J. Estlin | 
Carpenter, M.A. Crown 8vo, cloth. 4s. net. 


CAMPBELL (Rev. Canon COLIN). FIRST THREE 
GOSPELS IN GREEK. See Testament, New, p. 26. 


CHANNING’S COMPLETE WORKS. Including “The 
Perfect Life,” with a Memoir. Centennial Edition. 4to 
Edition. Cloth. 7s. 6d. 


CHEYNE (Prof. T. K.). BIBLE PROBLEMS AND 
THE NEW MATERIAL FOR THEIR SOLU- 
TION. See Crown Theological Library, p. 12. 


CHILD AND RELIGION. Edited by Thomas Stephens, B.A. 
See Crown Theological Library, p. 13. 


CHRISTIAN CREED (OUR). 2nd and greatly Revised 
Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth. 35. 6d. 


CLARK (ARCHD. JAS.). DE SUCCESSIONE 
APOSTOLICA NEC NON MISSIONE ET 
JURISDICTIONE HIERARCHIZ ANGLICANA 
ET CATHOLICA. 8vo. (Georgetown, Guiana.) Cloth. 


2I5. 


—— SEVEN AGES OF THE CHURCH; or, Exposi- 
tion of the Apocalypse. Sewed. 1s. 
COMMON PRAYER FOR CHRISTIAN WORSHIP: 


in Ten Services for Morning and Evening. 32mo, 
cloth. rs. 6d. Also in 8vo, cloth. 38: 
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CONWAY (MONCURE D.). CENTENARY HISTORY 
OF THE SOUTH PLACE ETHICAL SOCIETY. 
With numerous Portraits, a facsimile of the original MS. of the 
hymn, “Nearer, my God, to Thee,” and Appendices. Crown 
8vo, half-vellum, paper sides. 5s. 


DAVIDS (T. W. RHYS). LECTURES ON SOME 
POINTS IN THE HISTORY OF INDIAN 
BUDDHISM. See The Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


DELITZSCH (F.). BABEL AND BIBLE. Two Lectures 
delivered before the Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft in the presence 
of the German Emperor. See Crown Theological Library, 
p. 10. See also Harnack, A., “Letter to Preuss. Jahrbiicher,” 
p. 18. 


DOBSCHUTZ (E. VON). CHRISTIAN LIFE IN 
THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH. See Theological Trans- 
lation Library, New Series, p. 4. 


DRIVER (S. R.). See Mosheh ben Shesheth, p. 22. 


DRUMMOND (JAMES, M.A., LL.D., Hon. Litt.D., 
Principal of Manchester College, Oxford). AN 
INQUIRY INTO THE CHARACTER AND 
AUTHORSHIP OF THE FOURTH GOSPEL. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


‘* This is a valuable book, the work of a liberal theologian of distinction 
and great influence.”—Rev. R. J. CAMPRELL, in Chréstian Commonwealth. 

‘* The book is not only learned, but also reverent and spiritual in tone, and 
ought to find its way into the libraries of students of all shades of belief, as a 
very notable attempt to solve one of the most important of New Testament 
problems, ”’—Chrestzan World. 

‘*Of the spirit in which Dr. Drummond approaches the study of this work 
of a master mind, of the completeness and arrangement of the material, and of 
the temper in which the argument is conducted, it is impossible to speak too 
highly.” —Scotsman. 


— VIA, VERITAS, VITA. See The Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


—— PHILO JUDAUS. ‘See p. 29. 


ECHOES OF HOLY THOUGHTS: Arranged as 
Private Meditations before a First Communion. 2nd 
Edition, with a Preface by Rev. J. Hamilton Thom. Printed 
with red lines. Fcap. 8vo, cloth. 1s. 

EWALD (H.). COMMENTARY ON THE PROPHETS 
OF THE OLD TESTAMENT. See Theological Trans- 
lation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


—— COMMENTARY ON THE PSALMS. See Theo- 
logical Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 
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EWALD (H.). COMMENTARY ON THE BOOK OF 
JOB. See Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


FIGG (E. G.).) ANALYSIS OF THEOLOGY, NATU- 
RAL AND REVEALED. Crown 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


FOUR GOSPELS (THE) AS HISTORICAL RE- 
CORDS. 8vo, cloth. 15s. 


GILL (C.). THE EVOLUTION OF CHRISTIANITY. 
By Charles Gill. 2nd Edition. With Dissertations in answer 
to Criticism. 8vo, cloth. 12s. 


—— THE BOOK OF ENOCH THE PROPHET. 
Translated from an Ethiopic MS. in the Bodleian Library, by 
the late Richard Laurence, LL.D., Archbishop of Cashel. The 
Text corrected from his latest Notes by Charles Gill. Re-issue. 
8vo, cloth. 55. 


GOULD (Rev. S. BARING). LOST AND HOSTILE 
GOSPELS. An Account of the Toledoth Jesher, two Hebrew 
Gospels circulating in the Middle Ages, and Extant Fragments 
of the Gospels of the first Three Centuries of Petrine and Pauline 
Origin. Crown 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


HARNACK (ADOLF). MONASTICISM: Its Ideals 
and History; and THE CONFESSIONS OF ST. 
AUGUSTINE. Two Lectures by Adolf Hammack. Trans- 
lated into English by E. E. Kellett, M.A., and F. H. Marseille, 
Ph.D., M.A. Crown 8vo, cloth. 4s. 

“*The lectures impart to these old subjects a new and vivid interest which 
cannot but win this faithful version many admiring readers.” —Scotsman. 


““One might read all the ponderous volumes of Montalembert without 
obtaining so clear a view or so rare a judgment of this immense subject as are 
offered in these luminous pages. . . . The translation is excellent, and gives 
us Harnack in pure and vigorous English.” —Christian World, 


—— LETTER to the “Preussische Jahrbiicher” on the 
German Emperor’s Criticism of Prof. Delitzsch’s 


Lectures on “ Babel and Bible.” ‘Translated into English 
by Thomas Bailey Saunders. 6d. net. 


—— HISTORY OF DOGMA. See Theological Translation 
Library, New Series, p. 5. 


—— WHAT IS CHRISTIANITY? See Theological Transla- 
tion Library, New Series, p. 6. Also Crown Theological 
Library, p. 11. See Saunders (T. B.), “Professor Harnack 
and his Oxford Critics,” p. 25. 


—— EXPANSION OF CHRISTIANITY IN THE 
FIRST THREE: CENTURIES. See Theological 
Translation Library, p. 3. 
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HATCH (Rev. Dr.) LECTURES ON THE _IN- 
FLUENCE OF GREEK IDEAS AND USAGES 
UPON THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH. See The 
Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


HAUSRATH (Prof. A.).. HISTORY OF THE NEW 
TESTAMENT TIMES. The Time of the Apostles. 
Translated by Leonard Huxley. With a Preface by Mrs 
Humphry Ward. 4 vols. 8vo, cloth. 42s. (Uniform with the 
Theological Translation Library, Old Series.) 


— NEW TESTAMENT TIMES. The Times of Jesus. 
See Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


HEBREW TEXTS, in large type for Classes: 


Genesis. 2nd Edition. 16mo, cloth. Is. 6d, 
Psalms. 16mo, cloth. Is, 

Isaiah. 16mo, cloth. Is. 

Job. 16mo, cloth. 1s. 


HENSLOW (Rev. G.). THE ARGUMENT OF 
ADAPTATION ; or, Natural Theology reconsidered. 


8vo, cloth. ts. 


— SPIRITUAL TEACHINGS OF BIBLE PLANTS ; 
or, The Garden of God. 8vo, cloth. 1s. 


— THE AT-ONE-MENT;; or, The Gospel of Recon- 
ciliation. 8vo, cloth. ts. 


— CHRIST NO PRODUCT OF EVOLUTION. 8vo, 


cloth.) IS: 


HERFORD (R. TRAVERS, B.A.). CHRISTIANITY 
IN TALMUD AND MIDRASH. Demy 8vo, cloth. 


18s. net. 


CONTENTS :—Introduction. Division I. Passages from 
the Rabbinical Literature: A. Passages relating to Jesus. 
B. Passages relating to Minim, Minuth. Division II. General 
Results. Appendix containing the Original Texts of the 
Passages translated. Indices. 

<¢ His book (if he is right in his identification of the Minim) is a history of 
Judaising Christianity—the first independent and competent history written in 
English.”—Zxposttory Times. 

“Tt must become at once the standard authority on its subject.”—J/an- 
chester Guardian. 

‘Tt is no exaggeration to say that it will prove indispensable not only to 
scholars interested in Talmudic literature, but to all who study the subject of 
the evangelical tradition. It will introduce the reader into a new world— 
that of Jewish thought in the centuries after Christ.” —Cambredge Review. 


HERRMANN (W.). THE COMMUNION OF THE 
CHRISTIAN WITH GOD. See Theological Translation 
Library, New Series, p. 6. 
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HERRMANN (W.). FAITH AND MORALS. See Crown 
Theological Library, p. 12. 


HIBBERT JOURNAL: A Quarterly Review of Re- 
ligion, Theology, and Philosophy. Edited by L. P. 
Jacks and G. Dawes Hicks. Vol. I. Royal 8vo. 856 pp. 
Vol. II. 864 pp. Vol. III. 869 pp. Cloth. Each 12s. 6d, 
net. Annual Subscription, ros. post free. 


HOERNING (Dr. _R.). THE KARAITE MSS., 
BRITISH MUSEUM. The Karaite Exodus (i. to viii. 5) 
in Forty-two Autotype Facsimiles, with a Transcription in 
ordinary Arabic type. Together with Descriptions and Colla- 
tion of that and five other MSS. of portions of the Hebrew 
Bible in Arabic characters in the same Collection. Royal 4to, 
cloth, gilt top. 20s. 


HORTON (J... MY SEARCH FOR TRUTH, AND 
WHAT I FOUND. Crown 8vo, cloth. 2s. 6a 


HUNTER (Rev. J., D.D.). THE COMING CHURCH. 
A Plea for a Church simply Christian. Cloth. ts. 6d. net. 


—— CIVIC APATHY. A Sermon preached at Bechstein 
Hall, London, Sunday morning, June 25, 1905. 6d. net. 


JOHNSON (EDWIN, M.A,). THE RISE OF 
CHRISTENDOM. Demy 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


—— ANTIQUA MATER: A Study of Christian Origins. 


Crown 8vo, cloth. 2s. 6d. 


— THE RISE OF ENGLISH CULTURE. Demy 


8vo, cloth. 15s. net. 


JONES (Rev. R. CROMPTON). HYMNS OF DUTY 
AND FAITH. Selected and Arranged. 247 pp. F cap. 8vo, 
cloth. znd Edition. 35. 6d. 


—— CHANTS, PSALMS, AND CANTICLES. Selected 
and Pointed for Chanting. 18mo, cloth. 15. 6d. 


JONES (Rev. R. CROMPTON). ANTHEMS. with 


Indexes and References to the Music. 18mo, cloth. ts. 3d. 


—— THE CHANTS AND ANTHEMS. Together in 


r vOl. Cloths.) 25. 


—— A BOOK OF PRAYER. In Thirty Orders of Worship, 
with Additional Prayers and Thanksgivings. 18mo, cloth. 
2s. 6d. With Chants, in 1 vol. 18mo, cloth, 35. 
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KAUTZSCH (E.). AN OUTLINE OF THE HISTORY 
OF THE LITERATURE OF THE OLD TESTA- 
MENT. With Chronological Tables for the History of the 
Israelites, and other Aids to the Explanation of the Old Testa- 
ment. Reprinted from the ‘‘ Supplement to the Translation of 
the Old Testament.” By E. Kautzsch, Professor of Theology | 
at the University of Halle. Edited by the Author. Translated 
by John Taylor, D.Lit., M.A., etc. Demy 8vo, cloth. 6s. 6d. 

‘‘This English translation . . . is likely to prove very acceptable to 


all those students who desire to see for themselves the view taken by the 
“higher critics’ of the growth of the Old Testament.”— Zhe Guardian. 


‘‘Dr, Taylor has rendered a great service to the English readers by 
his excellent translation of this important work.”—Brztesh Weekly. 


““ As to matter, it is the work of a scholar who is not afraid of results 
suggested by fair research, but who never grasps at novelties merely for 
the sake of originality. In style and language, the book reads more like an 
original than a translation; an original, too, which in its terseness of 
expression has escaped the prolix obscurity so commonly complained of in 
the writings of the author’s country.”—Chu7ch Gazette. 

*‘ A brief yet comprehensive statement of critical opinion respecting the 
order and origin of the Old Testament books.” — Methodist Times. 


KEIM’S HISTORY OF JESUS OF NAZARA. See 
Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 8. 


KENNEDY (Rev. JAS.). BIBLICAL HEBREW. See 
p- 35- 

KIRK (R. S.). SIDE-LIGHTS ON GREAT PROB- 
LEMS OF HUMAN INTEREST. Crown 8vo, cloth. 


IS. 


KITTEL (R.). HISTORY OF THE HEBREWS. See 


Theological Translation Library, New Series, p. 6. 


KUENEN (Dr. A.). LECTURES ON NATIONAL 
AND UNIVERSAL RELIGIONS. See The Hibbert 


Lectures, p. 14. 


— THE RELIGION OF ISRAEL TO THE FALL 
OF THE JEWISH STATE. See Theological Translation 
Library, Old Series, p. 9. 


LOBSTEIN (P.). THE DOGMA OF THE VIRGIN 
BIRTH OF CHRIST. See Crown Theological Library, 


p- 10. 


LODGE (Sir O.). LIFE AND MATTER: A Criticism 
of Professor Haeckel’s Riddle of the Universe. Crown 
8vo, cloth. 25. 6d. net. 
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MACAN (R. W.). THE RESURRECTION OF 
JESUS CHRIST. An Essay in Three Chapters. 8vo, 
cloth. 5s. 


MACKAY (R. W.). SKETCH OF THE RISE 
AND PROGRESS OF CHRISTIANITY. 8vo, 
Cloth anos: 


MARCHANT (JAMES). THEORIES OF THE RE- 
SURRECTION OF JESUS CHRIST. Crown 8yo, 


stiff covers, 2s. net ; superior cloth binding, 35. 


MARTINEAU (Rev. Dr. JAMES). THE RELATION 
BETWEEN ETHICS AND RELIGION. An 


Address. 8vo, sewed. 1s. 


—— MODERN MATERIALISM: Its Attitude towards 
Theology. A Critique and Defence. 8vo, sewed. 25. 6d. 


MONTEFIORE (C. G.). ORIGIN AND GROWTH 
OF RELIGION AS ILLUSTRATED BY THE 
RELIGION OF THE ANCIENT HEBREWS. 
See The Hibbert Lectures, Dera: 


MOSHEH BEN SHESHETH’S COMMENTARY ON 
JEREMIAH AND EZEKIEL. Edited from a Bodleian 
MS., with a Translation and Notes, by S. R. Driver. 8vo, 
sewed. 35. 


NESTLE (E.). INTRODUCTION TO THE TEX- 
TUAL CRITICISM OF THE GREEK NEW 
TESTAMENT. See Theological Translation Library, New 
Series, p. 7. 


OTTO (R.). SCIENCE AND RELIGION. See Crown 
Theological Library, p. 13. 


PERRIN (R. S.). THE EVOLUTION OF KNOW- 


LEDGE: A Review of Philosophy. Crown 8vo, cloth. 
6s. 


PERSONAL AND FAMILY PRAYERS. 8vo, buckram. 


ESerrecs 
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PETERS (JOHN P.). EARLY HEBREW STORY. 
A Study of the Origin, the Value, and the Historical Background 
of the Legends of Israel. See Crown Theological Library, 


Diebe. 


PFLEIDERER (Dr. O.). LECTURES ON THE IN- 
FLUENCE OF THE APOSTLE PAUL ON THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF CHRISTIANITY. ‘See The 
Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


— PAULINISM: A Contribution to the History of 
Primitive Christianity. Sce Theological Translation Lib- 
rary, Old Series, p. 9. 


— PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION ON THE BASIS 
OF ITS HISTORY. See Theological Translation Library, 
Old Series, p. 9. 


— THE EARLY CHRISTIAN CONCEPTION OF 
CHRIST: Its Significance and Value in the History 
of Religion. See Crown Theological Library, p. 13. 


PLAIN COMMENTARY ON THE FIRST GOSPEL. 
By an Agnostic. 8vo, cloth. 145. 


POOLE (REG. LANE). ILLUSTRATIONS OF THE 
HISTORY OF MEDIZ:VAL THOUGHT IN 
THE DEPARTMENTS OF THEOLOGY AND 
ECCLESIASTICAL POLITICS. 8vo, cloth. ros. 6d. 


PROTESTANT COMMENTARY ON THE NEW 
TESTAMENT. See Theological Translation Library, Old 
Series, p. 9. 


RENAN (E.). ON THE INFLUENCE OF THE IN- 
STITUTIONS, THOUGHT, AND CULTURE OF 
ROME ON CHRISTIANITY AND THE DE- 
VELOPMENT OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH. 
See Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


RENOUF (P. LE PAGE). ON THE RELIGION 
OF ANCIENT EGYPT. See Hibbert Lectures, p. 15. 


REVILLE (A.). THE SONG OF SONGS, commonly 
called the Song of Solomon, or the Canticle.  Trans- 
lated from the French. Crown 8vo, cloth. 1s. 6d. 
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REVILLE (A... ON NATIVE RELIGIONS OF 
MEXICO AND PERU. ‘Sce Hibbert Lectures, p. 15. 


— PROLEGOMENA OF THE HISTORY OF RE- 
LIGIONS. See Theological Translation Library, Old Series, 


Pp. 9. 
REVILLE (JEAN). LIBERAL CHRISTIANITY. See 


Crown Theological Library, p. 11. 





See also Sabatier’s ‘‘ Religions of Authority and Religion of the 
Spirit,” p. 4. 


RHYS (J... ON THE ORIGIN AND GROWTH OF 
RELIGION AS ILLUSTRATED BY CELTIC 
HEATHENDOM. See Hibbert Lectures, p. 15. 


RIX (HERBERT). A DAWNING FAITH; or, The 
World as a Spiritual Organism. Crown 8vo, cloth. 
5S. 


ROBINSON (ALEX., M.A., B.D.). A STUDY OF 
THE SAVIOUR IN THE NEWER LIGHT. end 
Edition. Revised and partly re-written. Demy 8vo, cloth. 
7s. 6d. 


— OLD AND NEW CERTAINTY OF THE GOS- 
PEL. A Sketch. Crown 8vo, cloth. 2s. 6d. 


SABATIER (AUGUSTE). THE RELIGIONS OF 
AUTHORITY AND THE RELIGION OF THE 
SPIRIT. With a Memoir by Professor J. Réville. See 
Theological Translation Library, New Series, p. 4. 


—— THE DOCTRINE OF THE ATONEMENT AND 
ITS HISTORICAL EVOLUTION; and RELI- 
GION AND MODERN CULTURE. Se Crown 
Theological Library, p. 12. 


SADLER (Rev. Dr.) PRAYERS FOR CHRISTIAN 
WORSHIP. Crown 8vo, cloth. 35. 6d. 


— CLOSET PRAYERS, Original and Compiled. 
18mo, cloth. 1s. 6d. 
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SAUNDERS (T. BAILEY). PROFESSOR HARNACK 
AND HIS OXFORD CRITICS. Crown 8vo, cloth. 
1s, 6d. net. 

““Tt gives thoughtful and acutely reasoned support to the great historical 
student of Christianity who represents Berlin in theology against the pig- 
tailed opposition which Oxford has offered to his learning. A spirited piece 
of controversial writing, it cannot but prove stimulating to readers interested 
in modern divinity, no matter to which side of the debate their private pre- 
possessions incline them.’’— Scotsman. 

*‘Mr. Saunders writes with sobriety and with a knowledge of the points 


at issue. Readers of ‘Harnack and his Critics’ will do well to read his 
comments.” —Shefield Daily Telegraph. 


SAVAGE (M. J... BELIEFS ABOUT THE BIBLE. 
8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


SAYCE (A. H.). ON THE RELIGION OF ANCIENT 
ASSYRIA AND BABYLONIA. See Hibbert Lectures, 


D--1 5 


SCHRADER (E.). CUNEIFORM INSCRIPTIONS 
AND THE OLD TESTAMENT. See Theological 
Translation Library, Old Series, p. 9. 


SEVERUS (Patriarch of Antioch). THE SIXTH 
BOOK OF THE SELECT LETTERS OF 
SEVERUS, PATRIARCH OF ANTIOCH, in the 
Syriac Version of Athanasius of Nisibis. Edited and 
translated by E. W. Brooks. Vol. I. (Text), Part 1, and Vol. IT. 
(Translation), Part 1. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 425. net. Vol. I. 
(Text), Part 2, and Vol. II. (Translation), Part 2. 2 vols. 8vo, 
cloth. 42s. net. See Text and Translation Society, p. 38. 


SHARPE (SAMUEL). HISTORY OF THE HEBREW 
NATION AND ITS LITERATURE. With an Ap- 
pendix on the Hebrew Chronology. 5th Edition. Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 4s. 6d. 


— CRITICAL NOTES ON THE AUTHORISED 
ENGLISH VERSION OF THE NEW TESTA- 
MENT. 2nd Edition. 12mo, cloth. ts. 6d. 


SMITH (MARTIN R.). WHAT I HAVE TAUGHT 
MY CHILDREN. nd Edition, Revised. Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 35. 6d. 


SODEN (H. von, D.D.). THE HISTORY OF EARLY 
CHRISTIAN LITERATURE. See Crown Theological 
Library, p. 13- 
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THE STATUTES OF THE APOSTLES. The hitherto 
unedited Ethiopic and Arabic Texts. Edited, with an Introduc- 
tion and Translations of the Ethiopic, Arabic, and Coptic Texts, 
by Rev. G. Horner, M.A. With an Appendix—a recently dis- 
covered variant of the Coptic Text. 18s. net. 


TAYLER (Rev. JOHN JAMES). AN ATTEMPT TO 
ASCERTAIN THE CHARACTER OF THE 
FOURTH GOSPEL, especially in its Relation to 
the First Three. 2nd Edition. 8vo, cloth. 5s. 


TAYLOR (Rev. C.). THE DIRGE OF COHELETH 
IN ECCLES. XII. DISCUSSED AND LITER- 
ALLY INTERPRETED. 8vo, cloth. 35. 


TAYLOR (Rev. Dr J.).. THE MASSORETIC TEXT 
AND THE ANCIENT VERSIONS OF THE 
BOOK OF MICAH. Crown 8vo, cloth. 55. 


See also Kautzsch, “ Outline,” p. 21. 





TEN SERVICES OF PUBLIC PRAYER, with 
Special Collects. 8vo, cloth, 3s5.; or 32mo, cloth, 1s. 6d. 


—— PSALMS AND CANTICLES. 8vo, cloth. 1s. 62. 
— PSALMS AND CANTICLES, with Anthems. 


8vo, cloth. 2s. 


TEN SERVICES OF PUBLIC PRAYER, taken in 
Substance from the Common Prayer for Christian 
Worship, with a few Additional Prayers for Particular 
Days. 8vo, cloth, 2s. 6d. ; or 32mo, cloth, 1s. 


TESTAMENT, THE NEW. TISCHENDORF (C.). 
NOVUM TESTAMENTUM GRACE. 3 vols. 8vo. 


70s. net. 


THE FIRST THREE GOSPELS IN GREEK. 
Arranged in parallel columns. 2nd Edition, Revised. Crown 
8vo, cloth. 5s. net. 


\-— CAMPBELL (Rev. Canon COLIN, M.A, D.D.). 
\ 


UPTON (C. B.). ON THE BASES OF RELIGIOUS 
BELIEF. See Hibbert Lectures, p. rs. 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


CATALOGUE OF PUBLICATIONS. 27 





ALPHABETICAL LIST—Continued. 


VICKERS (J.). THE REAL JESUS: A Review of His 
Life, Character, and Death, from a Jewish Stand- 
point. Crown 8vo. 6s. 


— THE CRUCIFIXION MYSTERY. Crown 8vo, 
Glothn ss6d: 


VIZARD (P. E.). PRAYERS, NEW AND OLD. New 
Edition. Printed at the Chiswick Press. Crown 8vo, buck- 
EAD ed Set, 


VOYSEY (Rev. C.)) THE SLING AND THE STONE. 
Vol. VIII. On the Lord’s Prayer, 8vo,cloth. 35.6¢. Vol. IX. 
The Fatherhood of God. Sermon on the Mount, etc. 8vo, 
cloth. 7s. 6¢. Vol. X. Revelation tested on Moral Grounds, 
ClCopovo, cloth... wos. 6d. 


— THEISM AS A SCIENCE OF NATURAL 
THEOLOGY AND NATURAL RELIGION.  8vo, 


cloth. 2s. 6d. 
— THEISTIC PRAYER BOOK. - 3rd Edition. 12mo, 
cloth. 35. 6d. 


WEIR (T. H., B.D.). A SHORT HISTORY OF THE 
HEBREW TEXT OF THE OLD TESTAMENT. 
By Thomas H. Weir, Assistant to the Professor of Oriental 
Languages in the University of Glasgow. Crown 8vo, sewed, 
55.; cloth, 6s. 


WEIZSACKER (C. VON). THE APOSTOLIC AGE. 


2 vols. See Theological Translation Library, New Series, 
Pp. 7- 


WERNLE (PAUL). THE BEGINNINGS OF CHRIS- 
TIANITY. 2 vols. 8vo. See Theological Translation 
Library, New Series, p. 4. 


WICKSTEED (Rev. P. H.). THE ECCLESIASTICAL 
INSTITUTIONS OF HOLLAND, treated with 
Special Reference to the Position and Pros- 
pects of the Modern School of Theology. A Report 
presented to the Hibbert Trustees, and published by their 
direction. 8vo, sewed. Is. 


WIMMER (R.).. MY STRUGGLE FOR LIGHT: 
Confessions of a Preacher. See Crown Theological 
Library, p. 11. 
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WRIGHT (Rev. C. H. H.). BOOK OF GENESIS IN 
HEBREW TEXT. With a critically revised Text, various 
Readings, and Grammatical and Critical Notes. Demy 8vo. 
35. 6d. 


— BOOK OF RUTH IN HEBREW TERT. With a 
critically revised Text, various Readings, including a new 
Collation of Twenty-eight Hebrew MSS., and a Grammatical 
and Critical Commentary ; to which is appended the Chaldee 
Targum. Demy 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


— DANIEL AND HIS PROPHECIES. Demy 8vo, 
cloth. 7s. 6d. 


— DANIEL, THE BOOK OF: A Critical and Gram- 
matical Commentary, with Appendix. Demy 8vo, cloth. 
7s. 6d. 


WRIGHT (G. H. BATESON). THE BOOK OF JOB. 


A new critically revised Translation, with Essays on Scansion, 
Date, etc. 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


— WAS ISRAEL EVER IN EGYPT? or, A Lost 
Tradition. By G. H. Bateson Wright, D.D., Queen’s College, 
Oxford; Headmaster Queen’s College, Hong-Kong; Author of 
‘““A Critical Revised Translation of the Book of Job.” 8vo, art 
linen. 7s. 6d. 


ZELLER (E.). CONTENTS AND ORIGIN OF THE 
ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. See Theological Transla- 
tion Library, Old Series, p. 9. 
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BACON (ROGER), THE “OPUS MAJUS” OF. 
Edited, with Introduction and Analytical Table, by John Henry 
Bridges, Fellow of Royal College of Physicians, sometime Fellow 
of Oriel College. Complete in 3 vols., 315. 6d.; Vol. III. sold 
separately, 75. 6d. 


BREWSTER (H. B.). THE THEORIES OF AN- 
ARCHY AND OF LAW. A Midnight Debate. Crown 


8vo, parchment. 5s. 
— THE PRISON. A Dialogue. Crown 8vo, parchment. 55. 
— THE STATUETTE AND THE BACKGROUND. 


Crown 8vo, parchment. 45. 


COLLINS (F. H.). AN EPITOME OF THE SYN- 
THETIC PHILOSOPHY. By F. Howard Collins. 
With a Preface by Herbert Spencer. 5th Edition. The Syn- 
thetic Philosophy Completed. 8vo, cloth. 21s. 


DENNYS (EDWARD N.). THE ALPHA; or, The 
First Mental Principle and Truth-Guide to General 
Well-Being and Progress: A Revelation but no 
Mystery. 6th Edition. With a Portrait of the Author. 
Crown 8vo, cloth. 35. 6d. 


DRUMMOND (Dr.). PHILO JUDA:US; or, The Jewish 
Alexandrian Philosophy in its Development and Com- 
pletion. By James Drummond, LL.D., Principal of Man- 
chester New College, Oxford. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. ts. 


HODGSON (S. H.). PHILOSOPHY AND EXPERI- 
ENCE. An Address delivered before the Aristotelian Society. 


8vo, sewed. 25. 
— THE REORGANISATION OF 'PHILOSOPHY. 


Address. 8vo, sewed. Is. 


LAURIE (Professor SIMON). ETHICA: or, The Ethics 
of Reason. By Scotus Novanticus. 2nd Edition. 8vo, 
cloth... Gs. 


—— METAPHYSICA NOVA ET VETUSTA: A Return 
to Dualism. 2nd Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


LODGE (Sir 0.) LIFE AND MATTER. See Religion, 
Deet. 
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MACKENZIE (MALCOLM). SOCIAL AND POLITI- 
CAL DYNAMICS. An Exposition of the Function of 
Money as the measure of Contract, Trade, and Government, 
viewed from the Principles of Natural Philosophy and Juris- 
prudence, in refutation of Economic Dogmas. Demy 8vo, 
cloth. tos. 6d. 


MIND: A Quarterly Review of Psychology and Philo- 
sophy. Nos. 1-64. 1876-90. 8vo, each 3s. Vols. III.— 
XVI. in cloth, each 13s. New Series, Nos. 1-32, each 35. ; 
33 and after, 4s. Vols. I—VIII., each 135. Vols. IX.-XIV., 
each 17s. Annual Subscription, post free, 12s. 


MUNSTERBERG (HUGO, Professor of Psychology at 
Harvard University) THE AMERICANS.  Trans- 
lated by Edwin B. Holt, Ph.D., Instructor at Harvard Uni- 
versity. 125. 6d. net. 


PERRIN (R. S.).) EVOLUTION OF KNOWLEDGE 
(THE): A Review of Philosophy. 6s. 


PIKLER \(JUL.).' THE PSYCHOLOGY OF THE 
BELIEF IN OBJECTIVE EXISTENCE. Part I. 
8vo, cloth. 45. 6d. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE ARISTOTELIAN SOCIETY 
FOR THE SYSTEMATIC STUDY OF PHILO- 
SOPHY. Proceedings. Vol. 1, 4 Nos., 1890-91. 8vo. 
res. Discontinued after Vol; “LIT. Parte. 79Or teach. Patt 
separatelya> Voli Mis No.1; 2s. Gas; NO. 12). 2s Ota eons 
Part it, 1s. 6.5 Part 2, 25:3 Now'4, Part ainsi Ogee tartae: 
osau Vol. LI. iNoOjer, “Part i, oS: 60,55 Barto, 02555 eprarmen 
Partyi,. 1s..0¢..obartea,. 250° NO, 3, Bartel, O52. barkmameas 
Vol, Til. Part.1, 2s., 6¢.; Part 2, 25. NEW SERIES. ay ols. 
I-III. Demy 8vo, buckram, each ros. 6d. net. 


ROBERTSON (G. C.). PHILOSOPHICAL REMAINS 
OF GEORGE CROOM ROBERTSON, Grote Pro- 
fessor of Mind and Logic, University College, London. 
With a Memoir. Edited by Alexander Bain, LL.D., Emeritus 
Professor of Logic, Aberdeen, and T. Whittaker, B.A. (Oxon.), 
With Portrait. Med. 8vo, cloth. 9s. net. 


SCHURMAN (J. GOULD). KANTIAN ETHICS AND 
THE ETHICS OF EVOLUTION. 8vo, cloth. 55. 


— THE ETHICAL IMPORT OF DARWINISM. 


Crown 8vo, cloth. 5s. 


SCRIPTURE (EDWARD W., Ph.D.). STUDIES 
FROM THE YALE PSYCHOLOGICAL LABORA- 
TORY. Vols. I-VI., each 4s. 2d. net. 
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SMITH (H. W.). THE GARDEN OF LIFE. Flowers 
of Thought on Culture, Conduct, and Character for every day 
in the year, gathered and arranged by H. W. Smith. Crown 
8vo, cloth gilt. 55. net. 


SPENCER (HERBERT). AN AUTOBIOGRAPHY. 
2 vols. Demy 8vo. With Portraits. Green buckram, gilt top. 
28s, net. 


‘It is not too much to say that we close this book, the most interesting, 
and certainly one of the most important we have ever opened, feeling better, 
wiser, and humbler for having thus hastily read it.”—Academy, 


‘Tt is a book for all men and for all time. In its pages the thinker may 
trace, step by step, the synthesis of synthetic philosophy. Here the poet 
will find not only a worthy inspiration, but a possibly surprising vein of 
sympathy. The statesman, the inventor, the litterateur, the man of theory, 
and the man of practice will find alike, within the covers of these two 
massive volumes, an almost inexhaustible treasury of interest and constructive 
thought. There is suggestion and instruction for all the world, and an 
almost indefinable fascination—whether it be due to the mere intrinsic 
beauty of the picture itself, or to the dignity of its execution, or to the sense 
of its almost laborious faithfulness, or to the combined attraction of all 
three.” —.St James's Gazette. 


— A SYSTEM OF SYNTHETIC PHILOSOPHY— 


Vol. I. FIRST PRINCIPLES. 11th Thousand, with an Appendix 
and a Portrait. Finally revised. New Edition, large crown 8vo, cloth. 


7s. 6d. 


Vols. II. and III. THE PRINCIPLES OF BIOLOGY. 6th 
Thousand. 8vo, cloth, Revised and greatly enlarged. Vols. I. and II. 
18s, each, 


Vols. IV. and V. THE PRINCIPLES OF PSYCHOLOGY. 
5th Thousand, 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 36s. 


Vol. VI. THE PRINCIPLES OF SOCIOLOGY. Vol. I. 
Part 1, The Data of Sociology ; Part 2, The Inductions of Sociology ; 
Part 3, Domestic Institutions. 4th Thousand, revised and enlarged, 8vo, 


cloth’ 21%; 


Vol. VII. THE PRINCIPLES OF SOCIOLOGY. Vol. II. 
Part 4, Ceremonial Institutions; Part 5, Political Institutions. 3rd 
Thousand. 8vo, cloth. 18s. 


Vol. VIII. THE PRINCIPLES OF SOCIOLOGY. Vol. III. 
Part 6, Ecclesiastical Institutions ; Part 7, Professional Institutions ; Part 8, 
Industrial Institutions. 2nd Thousand. $8vo, cloth. 16s. 


Vole LHe PRINCIPLES OFS THIGS.=iVols la sbartet, 
The Data of Ethics; Part 2, The Inductions of Ethics; Part 3, The Ethics 
of Individual Life. 2nd Thousand. $8vo, cloth. 155. 


Vol. X. THE PRINCIPLES OF ETHICS. Vol. Il. Part 4, 
Justice; Part 5, Negative Beneficence; Part 6, Positive Beneficence ; 
Appendices. Demy 8vo, cloth, 12s. 6d. 
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Also to be had separately : 


SPENCER (HERBERT). JUSTICE. Being Part 4 of 
the Principles of Ethics. znd Thousand. $8vo, cloth. 6s. 


Other Works. 


— THE STUDY OF SOCIOLOGY. Library Edition 
(21st thousand), with a Postscript. 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


—— EDUCATION: Intellectual, Moral, and Physical. 
Cheap Edition. Entirely reset. 46th Thousand. Crown 8vo. 
2s. 6d. 


—— ESSAYS: Scientific, Political, and Speculative. A 
new Edition, rearranged, with additional Essays. 3 vols. 8vo, 
cloth. (Each tos.) os. 


— SOCIAL STATICS. Abridged and revised, together with 
“The Man v. The State.” 8vo, cloth. tos, 


— VARIOUS FRAGMENTS. Uniform in library binding. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. Enlarged Edition. 6s. 


— FACTS AND COMMENTS. Demy 8vo, cloth. 6s. 
— THE MAN versus THE STATE. ath Thousand. 


Sewed. Is. 
— A REJOINDER TO PROFESSOR WEISMANN. 
Sewed. 6d. 


— REASONS FOR DISSENTING FROM THE 
PHILOSOPHY OF M. COMTE. Sewed. 624. 


— DESCRIPTIVE SOCIOLOGY; or, Groups of Soci- 
ological Facts. Compiled and abstracted by Professor D. 
Duncan of Madras, Dr Richard Scheppig, and James Collier. 
Folio, boards. 


No. 1. English. 18s. 

No. 2. Ancient American Races. 16s. 

No, 3. Lowest Races, Negritto Races, Polynesians. 18s. 
No. 4. African Races. 16s. 

No. 5. Asiatic Races. 18s. 

No. 6. American Races. 18s. 

No. 7. Hebrews and Pheenicians. ats. 

No. 8. The French Civilisation. 30s. 


New volumes in preparation. 
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SPENCER (HERBERT). COLLINS (F. H.). AN 
EPITOME OF THE SYNTHETIC PHILOSOPHY. 
By F. Howard Collins. Being a Digest of Mr Herbert 
Spencers Works. 5th Edition, the Synthetic Philosophy 
Completed. With a Preface by Herbert Spencer. 8vo, cloth. 
215. 


— DREY (S.). HERBERT SPENCER’S THEORY 
OF RELIGION AND MORALITY. By Sylvan Drey. 


8vo, sewed. rs. 


— — A THEORY OF LIFE DEDUCED FROM 
tHE EVOLUTION PHILOSOPHY. Demy. $vo; 


sewed. Is. 


SPINOZA: Four Essays. By Professors Land, Van Vloten, 
and Kuno Fischer, and by E. Renan. Edited by Professor 
Knight, of St Andrews. Crown 8vo, cloth. 5s. 


STUDIES FROM THE YALE PSYCHOLOGICAL 
LABORATORY. Edited by Professor E. W. Scripture. 
With many Illustrations. 8vo, sewed. 45. 2d. each net. Vol. 
I. 1892-93, 100 pages. Vol. II. 1894, 124 pages. Vol. III. 
1895, 110 pages. Vol. IV. 1896, 141 pages. Vol. V. 1897, 
1o5 pages. Vol. VI. 1898, 105 pages. 


WUNDT (WILHELM). OUTLINES OF PSYCHO- 
LOGY. Translated, with the co-operation of the Author, by 
Charles Hubbard Judd, Ph.D., Instructor in the Wesleyan 
University. 2nd Enlarged Edition. Demy 8vo, cloth. 8s. net. 
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III. Oriental Languages, Literature, and 
History. 


ABHIDHANARATNAMALA (THE) OF HALA- 
YUDHA. A Sanskrit Vocabulary (120 pp.). Edited, with a 
Sanskrit-English Glossary (180 pp.), by Dr. T. Aufrecht. 8vo, 
cloth. (Published at 18s.) Ios. 


AVESTI, PAHLAVI, and ANCIENT PERSIAN 
STUDIES in Honour of the late SHAMS-UL- 
ULAMA DASTUR PESHOTANJI BEHRAMJI 
SANJANA, M.A., Ph.D. Paper cover, 12s. 6d. net.; cloth, 
135. 6d. net. 


BERNSTEIN and KIRSCH. SYRIAC CHRESTO- 
MATHY AND LEXICON (Chrestomathia Syriaca 
cum Lexico). 2 vols in 1. 8vo, cloth boards. 7s. 6d. 
I. Chrestomathia, separately. Sewed. 35. 


DAVIDS (T. W. RHYS). LECTURES ON SOME 
POINTS IN THE HISTORY OF INDIAN 
BUDDHISM. See The Hibbert Lectures, p. 14. 


DELITZSCH (Prof. F.). ASSYRIAN GRAMMAR. 
With Paradigms, Exercises, Glossary, and Bibliography. Trans- 
lated by the Rev. Prof. A. R. S. Kennedy. Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 15s. 


—— THE HEBREW LANGUAGE VIEWED IN THE 
LIGHT OF ASSYRIAN RESEARCH. Demy 8vo, 
cloth, 45: 


—— BABEL AND BIBLE. See Crown Theological Library, 


pit: 


DIETTRICH (GUSTAV). DIE MASSORAH DER 
OSTLICHEN UND WESTLICHEN SYRER IN 
IHREN ANGABEN ZUM PROPHETEN JESAIA 
nach fiinf Handschriften des British Museum in Ver- 
bindung mit zwei Tractaten tiber Accente. Sewed. 
8s. 6d. net. 


DIPAVAMSA (THE): A Buddhist Historical Record in 
the Pali Language. Edited, with an English Translation, 
by Dr. H. Oldenberg. 8vo, cloth. 21s. 


The ‘‘ Dipavamsa” is the most ancient historical work of the Ceylonese ; 
it contains an account of the ecclesiastical history of the Buddhist Church, 
of the conversion of the Ceylonese to the Buddhist faith, and of the ancient 
history of Ceylon. 
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ERMAN’S EGYPTIAN GRAMMAR. Translated, under 
Professor Erman’s supervision, by J. H. Breasted, Professor 
. Egyptology in the University of Chicago. Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 18s. 


EVANS (GEORGE). AN ESSAY ON ASSYRIOLOGY. 
With 4to Tables of Assyrian Inscriptions. 8vo, cloth. 55. 


FAIZULLAH-BHAI (Shaikh, B.D... A MOSLEM 
PRESENT. Part I, containing the famous poem of 
Al-Busaree. With an English Version and Notes. 8vo, cloth. 4s. 


— AN ESSAY ON THE PRE-ISLAMITIC ARABIC 
POETRY, with special reference to the Seven 
Suspended Poems. 8vo, sewed. 4d. 


FLINDERS PETRIE PAPYRI. See Cunningham Memoirs, 
vols. 8, 9, and 11, p. 48. 


FRANKFURTER (Dr. 0.) HANDBOOK OF PALI: 
Being an Elementary Grammar, a Chrestomathy, and 
a Glossary. 8vo, cloth. 16s. 


FUERST (Dr. JUL.) HEBREW AND CHALDEE 
LEXICON TO THE OLD TESTAMENT. | sth 
Edition, improved and enlarged. Translated by Rev. Dr. 
Samuel Davidson. Royal 8vo, cloth. 21s. 


. HARDY (R. SPENCE) MANUAL OF BUDDHISM 
IN ITS MODERN DEVELOPMENT. Translated 
from Singhalese MSS. 2nd Edition, with a complete Index 
and Glossary. 8vo, cloth. 21s. 


HEBREW TEXTS. Large type. 16mo, cloth. 
Genesis. (2nd Edition. Baer and Delitzsch’s Text.) 15. 6. 
Psalms. 1s. 

Job. ts. 
Isaiah. 1s. 


KENNEDY (Rev. JAS.). INTRODUCTION TO 
BIBLICAL HEBREW, presenting Graduated In- 
struction in the Language of the Old Testament. 
By James Kennedy, B.D., Acting Librarian in the New College, 
and one of the additional Examiners in Divinity at the Univer- 
sity, Edinburgh. 8vo, cloth... 12s. 


—— STUDIES IN HEBREW SYNONYMS. Demy 8vo. 
cloth. 55. 

LYALL (C. J., M.A., K.C.1.E.). ANCIENT ARABIAN 
POETRY, CHIEFLY PRA:-ISLAMIC. Translations, 


with an Introduction and Notes. Fcap. 4to, cloth. tos. 6d. 
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MACHBEROTH ITHIEL. By Yehuda ben Shelomoh 
Alcharizi. Edited from the MS. in the Bodleian Library, by 
Thomas Chenery, M.A. 8vo, cloth. 3s. 


MILANDA PANHO, THE: Being Dialogues between 
King Milanda and the Buddhist Sage Nagasena. 
The Pali Text, edited by V. Trenckner. 440 pp. 8vo, sewed. 
21s. See also ‘‘ Pali Miscellany.” 


MOSHEH BEN SHESHETH’S COMMENTARY ON 
JEREMIAH AND EZEKIEL. ‘See p. 22. 


MUSS-ARNOLT (W.). A CONCISE DICTIONARY 
OF THE ASSYRIAN LANGUAGE (Assyrian— 
English—German). By W. Muss-Arnolt. To be completed 
in about i5 parts. Parts I. to XIX., each 55. net. 


NEW HEBREW SCHOOL OF POETS OF THE 
SPANISH-ARABIAN EPOCH. Selected Texts, with 
Introduction, Notes, and Dictionary. Edited by H. Brody, 
Ph.D., Rabbi in Nachod (Bohemia), and K. Albrecht, Ph.D., 
Professor in Oldenburg (Grand Duchy). English Translation 
of the Introduction, etc., by Mrs Karl Albrecht. Cloth. 7s. 6d. 
net. 


NOLDEKE (THEODOR, Professor of Semitic Lan- 
guages in the University of Strassburg). SYRIAC 
GRAMMAR. Translated from the German by Rev. James 
A Crichton, DsDs 218s) net. 


— DELECTUS VETERUM CARMINUM ARABI- 
CORUM GLOSSARIUM CONFECIT A. MULLER. 
Crown 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


NORRIS (E.). ASSYRIAN DICTIONARY. Intended to 
further the Study of the Cuneiform Inscriptions of Assyria and 
Babylonia. Vols. I. to III. 4to, cloth. Each 28s. 


OLDENBERG (Prof. H.)) BUDDHA: His Life, his 
Doctrine, his Order. By Dr. Hermann Oldenberg, Pro- 
fessor at the University of Berlin. Translated by W. Hoey, 
M.A. 8vo, cloth gilt. 18s. 


PALI MISCELLANY. By V. Trenckner. Part I. The 
Introductory Part of the Milinda Panho, with an English 
Translation and Notes. 8vo, sewed. 45. 
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PLATTS (J. T.).) A GRAMMAR OF THE PERSIAN 
LANGUAGE. By John T. Platts, Hon. M.A. (Oxon.), 
Teacher of Persian in the University of Oxford ; late Inspector 
of Schools in the Central Provinces of India. Part I. Accidence. 
Broad crown 8yvo. tos. 6d. 


RENOUF (P. LE PAGE) LECTURES ON THE 
RELIGION OF ANCIENT EGYPT. See Hibbert 


Lectures, p. 15. 


SADI. THE GULISTAN (ROSE GARDEN) OF 
SHAIK SADI OF SHIRAZ. A new Edition of the 
Persian Text, with a Vocabulary, by F. Johnson. Square royal 
8vo, cloth. 155. 


SAYCE (Prof. A. H.). LECTURES ON THE RE- 
LIGIONS OF ANCIENT BABYLONIA AND 
SYRIA. See the Hibbert Lectures, p. 15. 


SCHRADER (E.). THE CUNEIFORM INSCRIP- 
TIONS AND THE OLD TESTAMENT. — See 
Theological Translation Library, Old Series, p. 9. 


SHIHAB AL DIN. FUTUH AL-HABASHAH ; or, 
The Conquest of Abyssinia. By Shinab al Din Ahmad 
B. ‘Abd al Kadir B. Salim B. ‘Uthman. Edited, from an 
Arabic MS., by S. Arthur Strong. Part I.  8vo, sewed. 
RSs INES 


SOCIN (Dr. A.) ARABIC GRAMMAR. Paradigms, 
Literature, Exercises, and Glossary. 2nd Edition. Translated 
from the 3rd German Edition by the Rev. Prof. A. R. S. 
Kennedy, D.D. Crown 8vo, cloth. 8s. 6d. 


— KEY FOR TRANSLATING THE GERMAN 
EXERCISES IN ABOVE GRAMMAR. | Sewed. 
ts. 6d. 


SORENSEN (S., Ph.D.), Compiled by. AN INDEX 
TO THE NAMES IN THE MAHABHARATA. 
With short explanations. Royal 4to, in twelve parts, which are 
not sold separately, at 7s. 6d. per part net. Parts I. and II. now 
ready. 


STATUTES, THE, OF THE APOSTLES. The hitherto 
unedited Ethiopic and Arabic Texts, with translations of 
Ethiopic, Arabic, and Coptic Texts, by G. Horner, M.A, 
See p. 26. 

‘We congratulate Mr Horner on his learned and serviceable work, and 


could wish that his example of persistent and self-denying labour might 
stimulate others to enter on this or kindred fields of research.” — Guardian. 
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TEXT AND TRANSLATION SOCIETY. E£stadlished 
for the purpose of editing and translating Oriental Texts chiefly 
preserved in the British Museum. 


Volumes already issued— 


THE SIXTH BOOK OF THE SELECT LETTERS 
OF SEVERUS, PATRIARCH OF ANTIOCH, 
in the Syriac Version of Athanasius of Nisibis. 
Edited and translated by E. W. Brooks, M.A. Vol. I. 
Text, Parts I. and IJ. Vol. II. Translation, Parts I. and 
Tosa net 


THE CANONS OF ATHANASIUS OF ALEX 
ANDRIA, in Arabic, Ethiopic, and Coptic. Edited 
and Translated by Prof. W. Riedel (Griefswald) and W. E. 
Crum, 


A RABBINIC COMMENTARY ON THE BOOK 
OF JOB, contained in a unique MS. at Cambridge. 
Edited, with Translation and Commentary, by W. Aldis 
Wright, LL.D. 





TURPIE “(Dr. D.. McC). MANUAL OF THE 
CHALDEE LANGUAGE. Containing Grammar of the 
Biblical Chaldee and of the Targums, and a Chrestomathy, 
with a Vocabulary. Square 8vo, cloth. 7s. 


VINAYA PITAKAM: One of the principal Buddhist 
Holy Scriptures. Edited in Pali by Dr H. Oldenberg. 5 
vols. 8vo, cloth. Each ars. 


WALLIS (H. W.). THE COSMOLOGY OF THE 
RIGVEDA: An Essay. 8vo, cloth. 55. 
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IV. Modern Languages and Literature. 


A complete list of Messrs. Williams & Norgate’s Educational Publi- 
cations on Modern Languages may be had on application. 


ABBOTSFORD SERIES OF THE SCOTTISH 
POETS. Edited by George Eyre-Todd. I. Early Scottish 
Poetry; Il. Medizval Scottish Poetry; III. Scottish Poetry 
of the Sixteenth Century. Price of each vol., 3s. 6d.; large 
paper, 5s. net. IV. Scottish Ballad Poetry. 5s.; large paper, 
half-morocco, Roxburghe, 7s. 6d. net. V. Scottish Poetry 
of the Seventeenth Century. 5s.; large paper, half-morocco, 
Roxburghe, 7s. 6d. net. Vol. VI. Scottish Poetry of the 
Eighteenth Century. Vol. I. 3s. 6¢.; large paper, half- 
morocco, Roxburghe, 5s. net. Vol. II. cloth, 5s.; large 
paper, half-morocco, 7s. 6d, net. 





ARMY SERIES OF FRENCH AND GERMAN 
NOVELS. Edited, with short Notes, by J. T. W. 
Perowne, M.A. 

This series is equally well adapted for general reading, and for those 
preparing for the Army, Oxford and Cambridge Certificates, and other 
Examinations—in fact, for all who wish to keep up or improve their 
French and German. The notes are as concise as possible, with an 
occasional etymology or illustration to assist the memory. The books 
selected being by recent or living authors, are adapted for the study of 
most modern French and German. 


LE COUP DE PISTOLET, etc. Prosper Merimée. 
2s. 6d. 
‘*A book more admirably suited to its purpose could not be desired. 
The Editors deserve to be congratulated.” —Watzonal Observer. 
‘*The first two volumes are an excellent choice, and we advise any one, 
whether candidate or lay, to purchase the volume of Merimée.”—/ournal of 
Leducation. 


VAILLANTE. Jacques Vincent. 2s. 6d. 
‘* The books are well got up, and in Vazllante an excellent choice has 


been made.” — Guardian. 
‘* The notes are few and brief, but all are helpful. The story itself is a 


delightful one.” — Scotsman, 


AUF VERLORNEM POSTEN AND NAZZAR- 
ENA DANTI. Johannes v. Dewall. 3s. 
‘«The two stories by Johannes v. Dewall are well suited for their 
purpose ; the style and diction are not too difficult for those whose ac- 
quaintance with German is not extensive, and ample explanatory annotation 


is provided. —Saturday Review. ‘ 
‘Well printed, well bound, and annotated just sufficiently to make the 


reading of them sure as well as easy.” —Zducational Times. 
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ARMY SERIES—Continued. 
CONTES MILITAIRES. A. Daudet. 2s. 6d. 


‘« These stories are mainly culled from a series called Contes du Lundt, 
originally contributed by their author to the 7igaro, Written at fever heat 
immediately after the great 1870 war, they show Daudet’s power in many 
ways at its highest. . . . We therefore do more than recommend —we 
urge all readers of French to get the stories in some form, and the present 
one is both good and cheap. ‘The paper is excellent, and the type clear and 
bold. . . . A neat map of Paris will assist the reader in following the 
movement of the stories.” — Zhe Schoolmaster. 

“‘ The choice is an exceptionally good one, and the notes are excellent.” 
— Guardian, 


ERZAHLUNGEN. E. Hofer. 3s. 


‘‘ The series has brought fascinating examples of fiction under the eyes of 
English readers in a neat and handy form. Besides having the military 
flavour, they are models of style.” —Scotsman. 


ATKINSON (ROBERT, M.A., LL.D.). THE PAS- 
SIONS AND HOMILIES FROM LEABHAR 
BREAC. With an Introductory Lecture on Irish Lexico- 
graphy. 958 pp. Todd Lecture Series, Vol. II. 8vo, sewed. 
Pages 1-34 out of print; pages 35-958, 6s. 


BAYLDON (Rev. G.). ICELANDIC GRAMMAR. An 


Elementary Grammar of the Old Norse or Icelandic Language. 
8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


BOIELLE (JAS.). FRENCH COMPOSITION 
THROUGH LORD MACAULAY’S ENGLISH. 
Edited, with Notes, Hints, and Introduction, by the late James 
Boielle, B.A. (Univ. Gall.), Officier d’Académie, Senior French 
Master, Dulwich College, etc. etc. Crown 8vo, cloth. Vol. I. 
Frederick the Great. 3s. Vol. II. Warren Hastings. 35. 
Vol. III. Lord Clive. 35. 


See Victor Hugo, ‘‘ Les Misérables” and “ Notre Dame.” 


BOOK OF BALLYMOTE (THE). A Collection of Pieces in 
the Irish Language, dating from the end of the Fourteenth Century. 
Now published in Photo-Lithography from the Original Manuscript 
in the Library of the Royal Irish Academy. With Introduction, 
Analysis of Contents, and Index, by Robert Atkinson, M.A., 
LL.D., Professor of Sanskrit and Comparative Philology in the 
University of Dublin; Secretary of Council, Royal Irish Academy. 

The Book of Ballymote contains numerous articles of interest to the 
scholar and to the antiquary. The original portion consists of—Genea- 
logical Lists ; Histories and Legends; a fragment of the Brehon Laws; a 
copy of the Dindsenchas ; Treatise on Grammatical Topics, etc. The other 
portion contains translations from Latin originals: the Destruction of Troy, 


the Wandering of Ulysses, the Story of the Aneid, and the Life of Alexander 
the Great. 


In imperial folio, reproduced by Photo-Lithography. Half- 
morocco, Roxburghe, cloth sides. £5, 5s. (200 copies only 
printed). 
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BOOK OF LEINSTER (THE), sometime called The 
Book of Glendalough. A Collection of Pieces in the 
Irish Language, compiled in part about the middle of 
the Twelfth Century. From the original MS. in Trinity 
College, Dublin. With Introduction, Analysis of Contents, 
and Index, by Robert Atkinson, M.A., LL.D., Professor of 
Sanskrit and Comparative Philology in the University of 
Dublin; Secretary of Council, Royal Irish Academy. In 
imperial folio, on toned paper, with a Photograph of a page 
of the Original. Half-roan, Roxburghe, cloth sides. £6, 6s. 
(200 copies only printed). 


DELBOS (L.). NAUTICAL TERMS IN ENGLISH 
AND FRENCH AND FRENCH AND ENGLISH. 
With Notes and Tables. For the use of Naval Officers 
and Naval Cadets. By Leon Delbos, M.A., of H.MLS. 
Britannia, Dartmouth. 4th Edition, thoroughly revised and 
considerably enlarged, with additional Plates. Crown 8vo, 
cloth. 7s. 6d. net. 


EUGENE’S STUDENT’S COMPARATIVE GRAM- 
MAR OF THE FRENCH LANGUAGE, with an 
Historical Sketch of the Formation of French. For 
the use of Public Schools. With Exercises. By G. Eugéne- 
Fasnacht, late French Master, Westminster School. 22nd 
Edition, thoroughly revised. Square crown 8vo, cloth, 5s.; or 
separately, Grammar, 3s.; Exercises, 25. 6d. 


GOETHE (W. v.). ANNOTATED TEXTS. See Educa- 


tional Catalogue. 


HOGAN (E.). CATH RUIS NA RIG FOR BOINN. 
With Preface, Translation, and Indices; also a Treatise on 
Irish Neuter Substantives, and a Supplement to the Index 
Vocabulorum of Zeuss’s ‘‘ Grammatica Celtica.” Todd Lecture 
Series, Vol. IV. 8vo, sewed. 35. 6d. 


— THE LATIN LIVES OF THE SAINTS AS 
AIDS TOWARDS THE TRANSLATION OF 
IRISH TEXTS AND THE PRODUCTION OF 
AN IRISH DICTIONARY. By Edmund Hogan, S.J., 
F.R.U.I., M.R.I.A., Royal Irish Academy’s Todd Professor of 
Celtic Languages. Todd Lecture Series, Vol. V. 25. 6d. 


— THE IRISH NENNIUS FROM L. NA HUIDRE, 
AND HOMILIES AND LEGENDS FROM L. 
BREAC. Alphabetical Index of Irish Neuter Substantives. 
Todd Lecture Series, Vol. VI. 2s. 6d. 


HUGO (VICTOR). LES MISERABLES: Les Prin- 
cipaux Episodes. Edited, with Life and Notes, by the late J. 
Boielle. 2 vols. 6th Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth. Each 35. 6d. 








14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


42 WILLIAMS & NORGATE’S 





HUGO (VICTOR) NOTRE DAME DE _ PARIS. 
Adapted for the use of Schools and Colleges. By the late 
J. Boielle. 2 vols. 2nd Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth, Each 3s. 


LEABHAR BREAC. The “Speckled Book,” otherwise styled, 
“The Great Book of Dun Doighre”: a Collection of Pieces in 
Irish and Latin, transcribed towards the close of the Fourteenth 
Century. “The oldest and best Irish MS, relating to Church 
History now preserved” (G. Petrie). Now first published, 
from the original MS. in the Royal Irish Academy’s Library. 
In imperial folio, on toned paper. In one vol., half-calf, £4, 45. 
(200 copies only printed.) 


LEABHAR NA H-UIDHRI. A Collection of Pieces in Prose 
and Verse, in the Irish Language, transcribed about a.D. 1100 ; 
the oldest volume now known entirely in the Irish language, 
and one of the chief surviving native literary monuments—not 
ecclesiastical—of ancient Ireland; now for the first time pub- 
lished, from the original in the Library of the Royal Irish 
Academy, with account of the Manuscript, description of its 
contents, index, and facsimiles in colours. In folio, on toned 
paper, half-calf. £3, 3s. (200 copies only printed.) 


LILJA (The Lily). An Icelandic Religious Poem. By Eystein 
Asgrimson. Edited, with Translation, Notes, and Glossary, by 
E. Magnusson. Crown 8vo, cloth extra. tos. 6d. 


LODGE (Sir 0.). SCHOOL TEACHING AND 
SCHOOL REFORM. A Course of Four Lectures on 
School Curricula and Methods, delivered to Secondary 
Teachers in Training at Birmingham during February 1905. 
28; 

‘“The work of a sensible iconoclast, who does not pull down for the 


sake of mere destruction, but is anxious to set up something more worthy in 
place of the medizevalism he attacks.” — OzdJook. 


“‘ Let me commend this wise volume not only to teachers but to all con- 
cerned in national education. And especially to the politician. Half an hour 
with Sir Oliver Lodge would make him realise that there are problems on the 
inner side of the school door not dreamt of in his philosophy—would make 
him feel that the more he knows of these the better will he be able wisely to 
handle those others about which he is glibly talking every day.”—Dr 
MACNAMARA in the Dazly Chronicle. 


MAORI. NEW AND COMPLETE MANUAL OF 
MAORI CONVERSATIONS. Containing Phrases and 
Dialogues on a variety of Topics, together with a few general 
rules of Grammar, and a comprehensive Vocabulary. 4s. net. 
See also Williams. 


NIBELUNGENLIED. “The Fall of the Nibelungens,” other- 
wise “The Book of Kriemhild.” An English Translation by 
W.N. Lettsom. 4th Edition. 8vo, cloth. BS 
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O’GRADY (STANDISH H.). SILVA GADELICA (L- 

XXXI.). A Collection of Tales in Irish, with Extracts illus- 

trating Persons and Places. Edited from MSS. and translated. 

2 vols. Royal 8vo, cloth. 42s. Or separately, Vol. I., Irish 
Text ; and Vol. II., Translation and Notes. Each vol. 21s. 


OORDT (J. F. VAN, B.A.). CAPE DUTCH. Phrases 
and Dialogues, with Translations, preceded by short Grammatical 
Notes. Crown 8yo, cloth. 2s. 6d. net. 


PHC EIP rs (V., B.A.) A«SHORT. SKETCH OF 
GERMAN LITERATURE, for Schools. By Vivian 
Phillipps, B.A., Assistant Master at Fettes College, Edinburgh. 
2nd Edition, revised. Pott 8vo, cloth. 1s. 


ROGET (F. F.). AN INTRODUCTION TO OLD 
FRENCH. History, Grammar, Chrestomathy, and Glossary. 
2nd Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


—— FIRST STEPS \IN* FRENCH HISTORY, 
LITERATURE, AND PHILOLOGY. For Candi- 
dates for the Scotch Leaving Certificate Examinations, 
the various Universities Local Examinations, and the Army 
Examinations. 4th Edition. Crown 8vo, cloth. © 5s. 








See also Voltaire. 


ROSING (S.). ENGLISH-DANISH DICTIONARY. 


New Edition. Large 8vo, strongly bound, half-roan. 11s. 6d. 


SCHILLER (F. VON) THE BALLADS AND 
SHORTER POEMS. Translated into English Verse 
by Gilbert Clark. Fcap. 8vo, cloth. 5s. 


— ANNOTATED TEXTS. See Educational Catalogue. 
STOKES (WHITLEY). OLD IRISH GLOSSARIES. 


Cormac’s Glossary. O’Davoran’s Glossary. A Glossary to the 
Calendar of Oingus the Culdee. Edited, with an Introduction 
and Index. 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


—— THE CREATION OF THE WORLD. A Mystery 


in Ancient Cornish. Edited, with Translations and Notes. 
8vo, cloth. 6s. 


— ON THE FELIRE OF GENGUS. Vol. I. Part 1. 
Trans. R.I.A.’s Irish MSS. Series. 4to, sewed. 6s. 


— THE LIFE OF ST. MERIASEK. A Cornish Drama. 
Edited, with Translation and Notes. Royal 8vo. One 8vo 


facsimile. Cloth. 5s. 
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STOKES (WHITLEY). BRETON GLOSSES AT 
ORLEANS. Edited by W. Stokes. 8vo, sewed. ts. 


— OLD IRISH GLOSSES AT WUERZBURG AND 
CARLSRUHE. Edited by W. Stokes. 8vo, sewed. 35. 6d. 


SULLIVAN (W. K.). CELTIC STUDIES FROM 
THE GERMAN OF EBEL. With an Introduction on 
the Roots, Stems, and Derivatives, and on Case-endings of 
Nouns in the Indo-European Languages. 8vo, cloth. tos. 


TODD LECTURE SERIES (Royal Irish Academy)— 


Vol. I, Part 1. MESCA ULAD;; or, The Intoxications of the 
Ultonians. Irish Text, with Translation and Notes, by W. M. Hennesy. 
8vo, sewed. Is. 6d. 


Vol. II. LEABHAR BREAC, PASSIONS AND HOMILIES 
FROM. Irish Text, Translation, and Glossary, with Lecture on Irish 
Lexicography, by Dr. R. Atkinson. 8vo, cloth. Part I, pages 1-34, out 
of print. Part 2, pages 35-958, 6s. 


Vol. II. THE CODEX PALATINO-VATICANUS. No. 830. 
Texts, Translations, and Indices, by B. MacCarthy, D.D. 8vo, sewed. 
2s. 6d. 


Vol. IV. CATH RUIS NA RIG FOR BOINN. With Preface, 
Translation, Indices, a Treatise on Irish Neuter Substantives, and a Supple- 
ment to the Index Vocabulorum of Zeuss’s ‘‘Grammatica Celtica.” By E. 
Hogan. 8vo, sewed. 35. 6d. 


Vol. V. THE LATIN LIVES OF THE SAINTS AS AIDS 
TOWARDS THE TRANSLATION OF IRISH TEXTS AND 
THE PRODUCTION OF AN IRISH DICTIONARY. By 
Edmund Hogan, S.J., F.R.U.I., M.R.I.A., Royal Irish Academy’s Todd 
Professor of the Celtic Languages. 2s. 6d. 


Vol. VI. THE IRISH NENNIUS FROM L. NA HUIDRE, 
AND HOMILIES AND LEGENDS FROM L. BREAC. Alpha- 
betical Index of Irish Neuter Substantives. By Edmund Hogan, S.J., 
F.R.U.I., M.R.I.A., Royal Irish Academy’s Todd Professor of the Celtic 
Languages. 2s. 6d. 


VELASQUEZ. LARGER SPANISH DICTIONARY. 
Composed from the Dictionaries of the Spanish Academy, 
Terreros and Salva. Spanish-English and English-Spanish. 
1279 pp., triple columns. 2 vols.in 1. Imp. 8vo, cloth. 24s. 


VIGA GLUMS SAGA. Translated from the Icelandic, with 
Notes and an Introduction, by Sir Edmund Head, Bart. Fcap. 
8vo, cloth. 55. 


WEISSE (7. Hy). SYSTEMATIC CONVERSA- 
TIONAL EXERCISES FOR TRANSLATING 
INTO GERMAN, adapted to his Grammar. — New 
Edition. Crown 8vo, "cloth. (Key, 8s.) 356d. SB ah 
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WEISSE (T. H.). A SHORT GUIDE TO GERMAN 
IDIOMS: being a Collection of the Idioms most in 
use. With Examination Papers. 3rd Edition. Cloth. 2s. 


WERNER’S ELEMENTARY LESSONS IN CAPE 
DUTCH (AFRIKANDER TAAL). By A. Werner and 
G. Hunt. r6mo, cloth. ts. 6d. 


‘‘ We most cordially recommend this book to anyone going out to settle 


in South Africa. . . . The dialogues and exercises are admirably planned.” 
—keformer. 

** To those outward bound such a book is sure to be useful.” —Pyvactical 
Teacher. 


WILLIAMS (The Right Rev. W. L., D.C.L.). A 
DICTIONARY OF THE NEW ZEALAND 
LANGUAGE. 4th Edition. Edited by the Right Rev. 
Bishop W. L. Williams, with numerous additions and corrections. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. 12s. 6d. 


— LESSONS IN MAORI. - 3rd Edition. Fcap. 8vo, 
cloth, 235. 


YELLOW BOOK OF LECAN. A Collection of Pieces 
(Prose and Verse) in the Irish Language, in part compiled at 
the end of the Fourteenth Century; now for the first time 
published from the original Manuscript in the Library of Trinity 
College, Dublin, by the Royal Irish Academy. With Introduc- 
tion, Analysis of Contents, and Index, by Robert Atkinson. 
30 and 468 pp. (Royal Irish Academy’s Irish facsimiles.) 
Large post folio, 1896, half-roan, Roxburghe, cloth sides. 


LA, 4s. 


ZOEGA (G. T.). ENGLISH-ICELANDIC DICTION- 
ARY. 8vo, cloth. 6s. net. 


ZOMPOLIDES (Dr. D.). A COURSE OF MODERN 
GREEK; or, The Greek Language of the Present 
Day. I. The Elementary Method. Crown 8vo, cloth. 5s. 
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V. Science. 


MEDICINE—CHEMISTRY—BOTANY—ZOOLOGY— 
MATHEMATICS. 


ABRAHAM (P. S.). LEPROSY: A Review of some 
Facts and Figures. 8vo. 1s. 


ANNETT(H.E.,M.D.,D.P.H.), J. EVERETT DUTTON, 
M.B., B.Ch., and J. H. ELLIOTT, M.D., Toronto. 
REPORT OF THE MALARIA EXPEDITION TO 
NIGERIA (1900). Part I. Malarial Fever, etc. (Liverpool 
School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir III.). ros. 6d. Part IT. 
Filariasis (Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir IV.). 
Out of print separately, but is contained in the Thompson-Vates 
Laboratory Reports, Vol. IV, Part I. Price 20s. 


BASTIAN (H. CHARLTON, M.A, M.D., F.R.S.). 
STUDIES IN HETEROGENESIS. With 825 Mlus- 


trations from Photomicrographs. Royal 8vo, cloth. 31s. 6d. 


BENTHAM and HOOKER. GENERA PLANTARUM 
AD EXEMPLARIA IMPRIMIS IN HERBARIIS 
KEWENSIBUS SERVATA DEFINITA. Auctoribus 
G. Bentham et J. D. Hooker. 3 vols, £8, 2s. Vol. I. 
(not separate). Vol. II., 56s. Vol. III. (Parts 1 and api Ros. 
or separately, Part 1, 24s.; Part 2, 32s. 


BERGMANN (Prof. E. von, M.D.). A SYSTEM OF 
PRACTICAL SURGERY. Edited by William T. Bull, 
M.D. In five Imperial 8vo volumes, containing 4174 pages, 
with 1976 illustrations in the text and 102 superb full-page 
plates in colours and monochrome. Extra cloth, £6, 6s.; half 
leather, marble sides and edges, £7, 7s.; half morocco, £8, 8s. 


** We regard it as a valuable exposition of modern surgery. The main 
characteristics of the system are the fulness with which the subjects are 
treated and the wealth of illustrations. Many of these are in colours. and 
are very successful examples of colour-printing. The vast majority of the 
articles are very good, but we desire especially to praise those on Injuries of 
the Head and Diseases of the Breast.” —Zanced. 


BERZELIUS (JONS JAKOB) and SCHCENBEIN 
(CHRISTIAN FREDERICK). LETTERS, 1836- 
1847. Edited by George W. A. Kahlbaum. Translated by 
Francis V. Darbishire and N. V. Sidgwick. Crown 8vo, cloth. 
35. 

BOGHURST (W.). LOIMOGRAPHIA. An Account of 
the Great Plague of London in the year 1665. By William 
Boghurst, Apothecary. Now first printed from the B.M. Sloane 
MS. 349, and edited by Joseph Frank Payne, M.D. 8vo, cloth. 
55. net. 
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BOYCE (RUPERT, M.B., F.R.S.). THE ANTI- 
MALARIA MEASURES AT ISMAILIA. (Liverpool 
School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir XII.) Price 1s. 


BRUCE (ALEX, M.A., M.D., F.R.C.P.E., F.R.S.E.). 
A TOPOGRAPHICAL ATLAS OF THE SPINAL 
CORD. Fcap. folio, half-leather. £2, 25. net. 


BRUHNS. A NEW MANUAL OF LOGARITHMS 
TO SEVEN PLACES OF DECIMALS. Royal 8vo. 
Stereotyped. Cloth. 5s. 6d. 


CATON (R., M.D., F.R.C.P., J.P... HOW TO LIVE. 
A Simple Manual of Hygiene for the Older Pupils in Primary 
Schools. 3d. 


CAVERHILL (T. F. S., M.B., F.R.C.P. Ed., Surgeon- 
Major, The Lothians and Berwickshire Yeomanry 
Cavalry), SELF-AID IN WAR. With Practical Hints 
for Cavalry Wounded. With Illustrations and Diagrams. 
Small 8vo. 1s. net. 


CHAPMAN (E. J., Ph.D.) MINERAL SYSTEMS. 
With Outline of an attempted Classification of Minerals in 
Natural Groups. Crown 8vo, cloth. 2s. 6d. 


CHURCH (A. H.). ON THE RELATION OF PHYL- 
LOTAXIS TO MECHANICAL LAWS. Part I. Con- 
struction by Orthogonal Trajectories, illustrated with 35 Figures. 
Large 8vo. 35. 6¢. Part Il. Assymmetry and Symmetry, with 
60 Illustrations, Large 8vo. 5s. Part III. Secondary Growth 
Phenomena, with 34 Illustrations. 5s. Parts I., II., and III. 
bound, cloth, 15s. 


CLELAND, MACKAY, YOUNG (Professors). ME 
MOIRS AND MEMORANDA OF ANATOMY. 
Vol. I. 16 Plates. 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


COOKE (M. C.). MYCOGRAPHIA SEU ICONES 


FUNGORUM. Figures of Fungi from all parts of the 
World. Vol. I. (in 6 Parts, each 12s. 6d.). 406 coloured 


Plates. Royal 8vo, cloth. 80s. 


— ILLUSTRATIONS OF BRITISH FUNGI 
(HYMENOMYCETES). Plates. Royal 8vo, 8s. In 
8 vols. 1198 coloured Plates. Royal 8vo, cloth gilt. 
430, 55. 62. 


— BRITISH DESMIDS. A Supplement to “ British Fresh- 
water Algz.” 66 coloured Plates. 8vo, cloth. 525. 6d. 
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COOKE (M. C.). HANDBOOK OF AUSTRALIAN 
FUNGI. With 36 Plates. 8vo, cloth. £2. 


See also “ Grevillea.” 


CUNNINGHAM MEMOIRS— 


1. CUBIC TRANSFORMATIONS. By John Casey, LL.D. 
4to, sewed. 2s. 6d. 


2,ON THE LUMBAR CURVE IN MAN AND THE 
APES. By D. J. Cunningham, M.D. 13 Plates. 4to, sewed. 5s. 


3. NEW RESEARCHES ON SUN-HEAT, TERRES- 
TRIAL RADIATION, Etc. By Rev. Samuel Haughton, M.A., M.D. 
g Plates. 4to, sewed. Is. 6d. 


4. DYNAMICS AND MODERN GEOMETRY. A New Chapter 
in the Theory of Screws. By Sir Robert S. Ball, LL.D. 4to, sewed. 2s. 


5. THE RED STARS. Observations and Catalogue. New 
Edition. Edited by Rev. T. Espin, M.A. 4to, sewed. 3s. 6a. 


6. ON THE MORPHOLOGY OF THE DUCK TRIBE 
AND THE AUK TRIBE. By W. K. Parker, F.R.S. 9 Plates. 4to, 
sewed. 35. 6d. 


7. CONTRIBUTION TO THE SURFACE ANATOMY OF 
THE CEREBRAL HEMISPHERES. By D. J. Cunningham, 
M.D. With a Chapter upon Cranio-Cerebral Topography by Victor Horsley, 
M.B., F.R.S. 4to, sewed. 8s. 6d. 


9. ON THE FLINDERS PETRIE PAPYRI. Part II. With 
18 Autotypes. 4to, sewed. 42s. net. Appendix to8andg. 5s. net. 


1. THE DECORATIVE ART OF BRITISH NEW 
GUINEA. A Study in Papuan Ethnography. By Alfred C. Haddon, M.A. 
With 12 Plates, and numerous other Illustrations. 4to, sewed. 14s. net. 


11. ON THE FLINDERS PETRIE PAPYRI. With Tran- 
scriptions, Commentaries, and Index. By John P. Mahaffy, D.D., and 
Prof, J. Gilbert Smyly. With 7 Autotypes. 4to, sewed. 425. net. 


DITTMAR (Prof. W.). CHEMICAL ARITHMETIC. 
Part I. A Collection of Tables, Mathematical, Chemical, and 
Physical, for the use of Chemists, etc. 8vo, cloth. 6s. net. 


— EXERCISES IN QUANTITATIVE CHEMICAL 
ANALYSIS, with a short Treatise on Gas Analysis. 
8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


DURHAM (H. E., M.A., M.B., F.R.C.S.), and the late 
WALTER MYERS, M.B. REPORT OF THE 
YELLOW FEVER EXPEDITION TO PARA 


(1900). (Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir VII.) 
AtOnmng Su OGe 


DUTTON (J. E., M.B., Ch.B.). REPORT OF THE 
MALARIA EXPEDITION TO THE GAMBIA. 
(Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir X.) gto. 
tos. 6d. net. 
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DUTTON UL E., M.B., Ch.B.), and JOHN L. TODD, 
B.A., M.D., C.M., M‘Gill. FIRST REPORT OF 
THE TRYPANOSOMIASIS EXPEDITION TO 
SENEGAMBIA (1902). (Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine, Memoir XI.) 4to. tos. 6d. net. 


FARADAY and SCHG:NBEIN, LETTERS OF, 1836- 
1862. With Notes, Comments, ana References’ to Contem- 
porary Letters. Edited by Georg W. A. Kahlbaum and Francis 
V. Darbishire, with Portraits of Faraday and Scheenbein in 
Photogravure. Demy 8vo, cloth. 135. net. 


FASCICULI MALAYENSES. Anthropological and Zoo- 
logical Results of an Expedition to Perak and the Siamese 
Malay States, tg01-1902, undertaken by Nelson Annandale 
and Herbert el Robinson. 4to. Now ready. Anthropology, 
Part I., 15s. Part IIa., ros. net. Zoology, Vol. I., Parts I., II., 
Lit», and Appendix, 525. Supplement (Itinerary), 55. 


GREVILLEA: A Record of Cryptogamic Botany and 
its Literature. Edited by M. C. Cooke. Parts. 8vo. Each 
1s. 6d. Plates. Vols. IL—XVIII. In 9 vols. Cloth (each 
F45}). (466, 6s: 

HARNACK (AXEL). INTRODUCTION TO THE 
ELEMENTS OF THE DIFFERENTIAL AND 
INTEGRAL CALCULUS. From the German. Royal 
8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


HERBERT (AUBERON) and HAROLD WAGER. 
BAD AIR AND BAD HEALTH. Crown 8vo, sewed, 
ts; "Cloth; 15s. 6d. 


HOFF (J. H. VAN’T). STUDIES IN CHEMICAL 
DYNAMICS. Revised and enlarged by Dr. Ernst Cohen, 
Assistant in the Chemical Laboratory of the University of 
Amsterdam. Translated by Thomas Ewan, M.Sc., Ph.D., 
Demonstrator of Chemistry in the Yorkshire College, Leeds. 
Royal 8vo, cloth. os. 6d. 

JAEGER (GUSTAV, M.D.)}. PROBLEMS OF 
NATURE. Selected, edited, and translated by H. G. 
Schlichter, D.Sc., with a Facsimile of a Letter from Charles 
Darwin to the Author. Demy 8vo, cloth. 4s. 


JOHNSTONE (jJ.). BRITISH FISHERIES: Their 


Administration and their Problems. A Short Account 
of the Origin and Growth of British Sea Fishery Authorities and 


Regulations. 10s. 6d. net. 

JOURNAL OF THE FEDERATED MALAY STATES 
MUSEUMS. Issued quarterly. Single numbers, ts. 6d. 
net. Subscription, 5s. per annum. 
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JOURNAL OF THE LINNEAN SOCIETY. Botany. 
At various prices. Index to Journal (Botany), 20s. Zoology. 
At various prices. General Index to the first 20 vols. of the Journal 
(Zoology) and the Zoological portion of the Proceedings, 20s. 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL MICROSCOPICAL 
SOCIETY, containing its Transactions and Proceedings, 
with other Microscopical Information. Bi-monthly. Previous to 
1893 at various prices ; after that date bi-monthly, each 6s. net. 


JOURNAL OF THE QUEKETT MICROSCOPICAL 
CLUB. Nos. 1-26, 1s. net.; Nos. 27-31, 2s. 6d. net. 1893, 
No. 32, and following Nos., half-yearly, 3s. 6d. net. 


LIVERPOOL MARINE BIOLOGY COMMITTEE. 
MEMOIRS ON TYPICAL BRITISH MARINE 
PLANTS AND ANIMALS. Edited by W. A. Herdman, 
D.Sc., F.R.S. All demy 8vo, stiff boards. 

1. ASCIDIA. By W. A. Herdman. With 5 Plates. Price 2s. net. 

2. CARDIUM. By J. Johnstone, Fisheries Assistant, University 
College, Liverpool. With 7 Plates. Price 2s. 6d. net. 

3. ECHINUS. By Herbert Clifton Chadwick, Curator of the Port 
Erin Biological Station. With 5 Plates. Price 2s. net. 

4. CODIUM. ByR. J. Harvey Gibson, M.A., F.L.S., Professor of 
Botany in University College, Liverpool, and Helen P. Auld, B.Sc. With 
3 Plates. Price 1s. 6d. net. 

5. ALCYONIUM. By Sydney J. Hickson, M.A., D.Sc., F.R.S., 
Beyer Professor of Zoology in Owens College, Manchester. With 3 Plates. 
Price Is. 6d. net. 

6. LEPEOPHTHEIRUS AND LERNEA. By Andrew Scott, 
Resident Fisheries Assistant at the Peel Hatchery. With 5 Plates. 2s. net. 

7- LINEUS. ByR.C. Punnett, B.A. With 4 Plates. 25, net. 

8. PLEURONECTES. By Frank J. Cole, Jesus College, Oxford, 
Lecturer in the Victoria University, Demonstrator of Zoology, University, 
Liverpool, and James Johnstone, B.Sc. Lond., Fisheries Assistant, University, 
Liverpool. With 11 Plates. 7s. net. 

9. CHONDRUS. By Otto V. Darbishire, Owens College, Manchester. 
With 7 Plates. 25. 6d. net. 

10. PATELLA (the Common Limpet). By J. R. Ainsworth 
Davis, M.A., Professor of Zoology in the University College of Wales, 
Aberystwyth, and H. J. Fleure, B.Sc., Fellow of the University of Wales. 
With 4 Plates. 25. 6d. net. 

11. ARENICOLA (the Lug-Worm). By J. H. Ashworth, D.Sc., 
Lecturer in Invertebrate Zoology in the University of Edinburgh. With 
8 Plates, Price 45. 67. net. 

12, GAMMARUS. By Margaret Cussans, B.Sc., Zoological De- 
partment, University of Liverpool. With 4 plates. 2s. net. 


LIVERPOOL MARINE BIOLOGY COMMITTEE. 
FIFTH REPORT UPON THE FAUNA OF 
LIVERPOOL BAY AND THE NEIGHBOURING 
SEAS. Written by the Members of the Liverpool Marine 
Biology Committee and other Naturalists; and edited by W. A. 
Herdman, D.Sc., F.R.S., Professor of Natural History, the 
University, Liverpool. Demy 8vo, cloth. 12 Plates. 8s. 6d. net. 
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MEMOIRS OF THE LIVERPOOL SCHOOL OF 
- TROPICAL MEDICINE— 


I. ROSS (R.). MALARIAL FEVER: Its Cause, Prevention, 
and Treatment. 8vo. 25. 6d. 


II. ROSS (R.), H. E. ANNETT, and E. E. AUSTEN. 
REPORT OF THE MALARIA EXPEDITION TO SIERRA 
LEONE (1899). 4to. 215. 


Ill. ANNETT (H. E.), J. E. DUTTON, and J. H. ELLIOTT. 
REPORT OF THE MALARIA EXPEDITION TO NIGERIA 
(1900). I. Malarial Fever. 4to. tos. 6d. 


IV. ANNETT (H. E.), J. E. DUTTON, and J. H. ELLIOTT. 
REPORT OF THE MALARIA EXPEDITION TO NIGERIA 
(1900). II. Filariasis. 4to. [This is out of print separately, but is also con- 
tained in the Report of the Thomson-Yates Laboratories, Vol. IV. Part 1. 
Price 20s.] 


V. ROSS (R.) and M. L. TAYLOR. PROGRESS REPORTS 
OF THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST MOSQUITOES IN SIERRA 
LEONE. Part I. i1go1%. Witha Letter from Dr. Daniels regarding the 
results arrived at to date. 8vo. Is. Part II. 1902. 8vo. Is. 


VI. [Wot tssued yet.] 


VII. DURHAM (H. &.) and W. MYERS. REPORT OF 
THE YELLOW FEVER EXPEDITION TO PARA (1900). 
ALO m7 Si) OF. 


VIII. TAYLOR (M. L.). REPORT ON THE SANITARY 
CONDITIONS OF CAPE COAST TOWN. 8vo. 1s. 


IX. ROSS (R.). REPORT ON MALARIA AT ISMAILIA 
AND SUEZ. $8vo. ts. 


X. DUTTON (J. E.)) REPORT OF THE MALARIA EX- 
PEDITION TO THE GAMBIA. j4to. tos. 6a. net. 


XI. DUTTON (J. E.) and J. L. TODD. FIRST REPORT 
OF THE TRYPANOSOMIASIS EXPEDITION TO SENE- 
GAMBIA (1902). 4to. 10s. 6d. net. [Also contained in Thompson- Yates 
Laboratories Reports, V. 2.] 


XII. BOYCE (R.).. THE ANTI-MALARIA MEASURES 
AT ISMAILIA. 8vo. ts. 


XIII. DUTTON (J. E.) and J. L. TODD. REPORTS OF 
THE TRYPANOSOMIASIS EXPEDITION TO THE CONGO 
(1903-1904). With a Comparison of the Trypanosomes of Uganda and the 
Congo Free State by H. W. Thomas, M. D, M‘Gill, and Stanley F. Linton, 
B.Sc., M.B., Liverpool, and a Note on Tsetse Flies by E. E. Austen, Zoo- 
logical Department, British Museum. Papers covers. I5s. 


LOCKWOOD (Prof. C. B.). HUNTERIAN LEC- 
TURES ON THE DEVELOPMENT AND 
TRANSITION OF THE TESTIS, NORMAL 
AND ABNORMAL. Three 4to Plates. 8vo, cloth. 5s. 
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MIERS (J... ON THE APOCYNACE OF SOUTH 
AMERICA. With some preliminary Remarks on the whole 
family. 35 Plates. 4to, cloth. 30s. 


MOORE (T.). INDEX FILICUM: A Synopsis of the 
Genera of Ferns. 20 Parts. 84 Plates. 1z2mo, sewed. 20s. 


MURRAY (ANDREW). LIST OF COLEOPTERA 
FROM OLD CALABAR, ON THE WEST COAST 
OF AFRICA, RECEIVED AND DESCRIBED. 


8vo, sewed. 8s. 


NOTES ON SANITARY CONDITIONS OBTAINING 
IN PARA. By the Members of the Yellow Fever Expedi- 
tion. (Published by the Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine.) 1s. 


PALLIN (Capt. W. A., F.R.C.V.S.). A TREATISE ON 
EPIZOOTIC LYMPHANGITIS. Second Edition. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. 35. 6d net; 35. 9d. post free. Neary 100 
pages, 17 full-page Plates. 


PATERSON (ANDREW MELVILLE, M.D., Derby 
Professor of Anatomy in the University of Liverpool, 
Hunterian Professor at the Royal College of Surgeons 
of England.) THE HUMAN STERNUM. Three 
Lectures delivered at the Royal College of Surgeons, England, 
November 1903. With 1o Plates. Crown 4to. Ios. net. 


PIDDINGTON (HENRY). THE SAILORS’ HORN- 
BOOK FOR THE LAW OF STORMS. Being a 
Practical Exposition of the Theory of the Law of Storms, and 
its uses to Mariners of all Classes in all Parts of the World. 
Shown by transparent Storm Cards and useful Lessons. 7th 
Edition. Demy 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


PRAY (Dr.). ASTIGMATIC LETTERS. Printed on 
Millboard, size 22 by 14 inches. Is. 


PRIOR. ON THE POPULAR NAMES OF BRITISH 
PLANTS. Being an Explanation of the Origin and Meaning 
of the names of our indigenous and most commonly cultivated 
species. 3rd Edition. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


RANSOM (W. H., M.D., F.R.S., F.R.C.P.). THE 
INFLAMMATION IDEA IN GENERAL PATH- 
OLOGY. Demy 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


RAY (PRAPHULLA CHANDRA, D.Sc., Professor of 
Chemistry, Presidency College, Calcutta) A HIS- 
TORY OF HINDU CHEMISTRY FROM THE 
EARLIEST TIMES TO THE MIDDLE OF THE 
SIXTEENTH CENTURY, A.D. With Sanscrit Texts, 
Variants, Translation, and Illustrations. Vol. I. Royal 8vo, 
cloth. 125. 6d. net. Out of print. Vol. II. in preparation. 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


CATALOGUE OF PUBLICATIONS. 53 





REPORTS OF THE THOMPSON-YATES AND 
JOHNSTON LABORATORIES. Demy 4to, with 
Illustrations. Vol. I. 1898-9. 10s. 6d. Vol. II. 1898-9. 
25s. Vol. III. Part 1. 1g00. 75. 6d. Vol. III. Part 2. 1gor. 
T2s.codn Volo IVE sPart’ 1.) “rgor. 20s: “Vole IV. Part 2. 
1902. 215. New Series. Vol. V. Part 1. 1903. Limp, 20s. ; 
cloth, 21s. Vol. V. Part 2. 1903 Limp, res. 6d.; cloth, 
Ligs.q0da). Viol. Vile} Rart:.1.).. 1905... Limp, a2s).6¢4 cloth, 
135. 6d. 


ROSS (RONALD, C.B., F.R.S., etc., Major I.M.S. 
(retired) ). MALARIAL FEVER: Its Cause, Pre- 
vention, and Treatment. (Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine, Memoir I.) 8vo, cloth. 25. 6d 


—weogeidien Fc ANNEITT, M.D.,0 DiP. Aa wand Ep E. 
AUSTEN. REPORT OF THE MALARIA 
EXPEDITION TO SIERRA LEONE (1899). 
(Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir II.)  4to. 
2a, 


— FIRST PROGRESS REPORT OF THE CAM- 
PAIGN AGAINST MOSQUITOES IN SIERRA 
LEONE (1901). With a letter from Dr. Daniels regarding 
the results arrived at to date. (Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine, Memoir V., 1.) 15. 


— SECOND PROGRESS REPORT OF THE CAM- 
PAIGN AGAINST MOSQUITOES IN SIERRA 
LEONE (1902). By M. Logan Taylor, M.B. (Liverpool 
School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir V., 2.) 15. 


— REPORT ON MALARIA AT ISMAILIA AND 
SUEZ. (Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, Memoir 


EXG i ES. 


SANDERS (A., M.R.C.S., F.L.S.). RESEARCHES IN 
THE NERVOUS SYSTEM OF MYXINE GLUT- 
INOSA. 4to, sewed. 8 Plates. tos. 6d. 


SANG’S LOGARITHMS. A new Table of Seven-place 
Logarithms of all Numbers continuously up to 200,000 
2nd Edition. Royal 8vo, cloth. 21s. 


SCHCGENBEIN. CORRESPONDENCE WITH FAR- 
ADAY. See Faraday. 


— CORRESPONDENCE WITH BERZELIUS. See 


Berzelius. 
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SCHREBER (D. G. M.). MEDICAL INDOOR GYM- 
NASTICS, or a System of Hygienic Exercises for Home 
Use, to be practised anywhere, without apparatus or assistance, 
by young and old of either sex, for the preservation of health 
and general activity. Revised and Supplemented by Rudolf 
Graefe, M.D. With a large plate and 45 illustrations in the 
text. Royal 8vo, cloth. 35. net. 

“‘The exercises described, when efficiently used, will undoubtedly be of 
value in strengthening and developing the muscular system. The descrip- 


tions of the exercises and the figures in the text are excellent.” —Physécian 
and Surgeon. 


“Well worthy of the attention of those who go in for regular physical 
training as a means for the preservation of health.” ——Scotsman. 


“A very sensible little treatise.""— Glasgow Herald. 


SCHROEN (L.). SEVEN-FIGURE LOGARITHMS 
OF NUMBERS from 1 to 108,000, and of Sines, 
Cosines, Tangents, Cotangents to every 10 Seconds 
of the Quadrant. With a Table of Proportional Parts. 
By Dr. Ludwig Schroen, Director of the Observatory of 
Jena, etc., etc. 5th Edition, corrected and stereotyped. 
With a description of the Tables by A. De Morgan, Professor 
of Mathematics in University College, London. Imp. 8vo, 
cloth, printed on light green paper. 9s. 


SNELLEN’S OPHTHALMIC TESTTYPES. Best Types 
for the Determination of the Acuteness of Vision. 14th Edition, 
considerably augmented and improved.  8vo, sewed. 4S. 
Single Sheets: ETB, MOV, BD E, Www, and Large 
Clock Sheet. 8d. each. Small Clock Sheet and RT VZ. 
4d. each. 


— ASTIGMATIC TEST CHART. Long folio, varnished, 


mounted on rollers. 2s. net. 


SONNTAG (C. 0.). A POCKET FLORA OF EDIN- 
BURGH AND THE SURROUNDING DISTRICT. 
A Collection and full Description of all Phanerogamic and the 
principal Cryptogamic Plants, classified after the Natural 
System, with an artificial Key and a Glossary of Botanical 
Terms. By the late C. O. Sonntag, the Royal High School, 
Edinburgh ; formerly Secretary of the Microscopical Society of 
Glasgow, etc. Fceap. 8vo, limp cloth, round corners, with 
Map of the Environs of Edinburgh. 3s. 6d. net. 


SPENCER (W. G.). INVENTIONAL GEOMETRY. 
With a Preface by Herbert Spencer. 8vo, cloth. ts. 


SPENCER (W. G.). ASYSTEM OF LUCID SHORT- 
HAND. With a Prefatory Note by Herbert Spencer. Cloth. 


IS. 





14 Henrietta Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C. 


CATALOGUE OF PUBLICATIONS. 55 





STEPHENS (J. W. W., M.D. Cantab., D.P.H.) and 
S.cR. CHRISTOPHERS, M.B. Vict., 'LM.S. THE 
PRACTICAL STUDY OF MALARIA AND 
OTHER BLOOD PARASITES. (Published for the 
Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine). 8vo, cloth. Second 
Edition, enlarged, with new colour Plates. 12s. 6d. net. 


TAYLOR (M. LOGAN, M.B., Ch.B.)}. REPORT ON 
THE SANITARY CONDITIONS OF CAPE 
COAST TOWN. (Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine, 
Memoir VIII.) 8vo. ts. 


— REPORT OF THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE 
MOSQUITOES IN SIERRA LEONE. See Ross 
and Taylor. 


TRANSACTIONS OF THE EPIDEMIOLOGICAL 
SOCIETY OF LONDON. New Series. Vol. XXII. 
Session 1902-1903. Demy 8vo, cloth. 6s. net. The earlier 
volumes of the New Series, I.-XXI., are still obtainable. Price 
6s. net each. Commemoration Volume, containing an 
account of the Foundation of the Society and of the Com- 
memoration Dinner, together with an Index of the papers read 
at its meetings between 1855 and 1900. 8vo, cloth. 5y. net. 


TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL SOCIETY OF 
EDINBURGH. Vol. XXXVIII. Part 1, 40s. Part 2, 25s. 
Barts soe 2PaxrtigesA6d.) vVol., XXXDC Patti iligos: 
Part3) 19s.- Wart: 3y43s.0. Part: ¢09s) /' Volo XE, Bb Par ti25s. 
General Index to First Thirty-four Volumes (1783-1888), with 
History of the Institution. 4to, cloth. 21s. 


TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL IRISH 
ACADEMY, DUBLIN. Vols. 1-XX. 4to. £22, 5s. 6d. 
Vols. XXI.-—XXXI. Various prices. 


TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL DUBLIN 
SOCIETY. Various volumes at various prices. 


VEGA. LOGARITHMIC TABLES OF NUMBERS 
AND TRIGONOMETRICAL FUNCTIONS. Trans- 
lated from the 4oth, or Dr. Bremiker’s Edition, thoroughly 
revised and enlarged, by W. L. F. Fischer, M.A., F.R.S., Fellow 
of Clare College, Cambridge ; Professor of Natural Philosophy 
in the University of St. Andrews. 75th Stereotyped Edition. 
Royal 8vo, cloth. 7s. 
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VI. Miscellaneous. 


ANTHROPOLOGY—SOCIOLOGY—MYTHOLOGY— 
BIBLIOGRAPHY, BIOGRAPHY, ETC. 


AVEBURY (Lord, D.C.L., F.R.S., etc.) (Sir John 
Lubbock). PREHISTORIC TIMES, as Illustrated 
by Ancient Remains and the Manners and Customs 
of Modern Savages. 6th Edition, revised, with 239 Illus 
trations, a large number of which are specially prepared for this 
Edition. Demy 8vo, cloth, gilt tops. 18s. 

**To anyone who wishes to obtain a succinct conspectus of the present 
state of knowledge on the subject of early man, we recommend the perusal 
of this comprehensive volume.” —/our. Brit. Archeolog. Assoc. 

‘*The fact that this well-known standard work has reached a sixth 
edition is evidence of its value to ethnologists and archzologists. The many 
and beautiful illustrations are most helpful in better understanding the plain 
but accurate letterpress. Lord Avebury is to be congratulated on the new 
edition, which is sure to further popularise a fascinating subject for investiga- 
tion by cultured people.” —Sczence Gosszp. 


“Tt is necessary to compare the present volume with the fifth edition in 
order to see how much it has been improved. The illustrations to this sixth 
edition are immeasurably superior to the fifth.”— Knowledge. 


BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REGISTER. Published Quarterly. 


6d. net ; 25. 2d. per annum, post free. 


BLACKBURN (HELEN). WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE. 
A Record of the Women’s Suffrage Movement in the British 
Isles, with a Biographical Sketch of Miss Becker. Portraits. 
Crown 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


—— See also Vynne, Nora, and Blackburn, ‘‘ Women under the 
Factory Acts.” 


BROWN (ROBERT, Jun., F.S.A.). SEMITIC INFLU- 
ENCE IN HELLENIC MYTHOLOGY. With 
special reference to the recent mythological works of the Right 
Hon. Prof. Max Miller and Mr. Andrew Lang. Demy 8vo, 
Clothe 7s107- 


— RESEARCHES INTO THE ORIGIN OF THE 
PRIMITIVE CONSTELLATIONS OF THE 
GREEKS, PHCGENICIANS, AND BABYLONIANS. 
With a large map of the Northern Hemisphere as viewed 
at Phoenicia 1200 B.C., and other maps. 2 vols. Demy 8vo, 
cloth. ros. 6@. each. 


— MR. GLADSTONE AS I KNEW HIM, and other 
Essays. Demy 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 
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CATALOGUE OF THE LONDON LIBRARY, St James’s 
Square. By C. T. Hagberg Wright, LL.D., etc. xiv +1626 pp. 
4to, cloth. 42s. net. Supplement I., 1902-3. Buckram, 
1 vol.,196 pp. 5s.net. Supplement II. 198 pp. 1903-4. 
Buckram. 55. net. 


“The present catalogue is essentially a working catalogue. . . . The 
general level of accuracy in the printing and editing of the work appears to 
us to be an unusually high one. . . . We heartily applaud the work, 
both as a landmark in library land, and as a monument standing upon a firm 
foundation of its own.”— The Tomes. 


CURTIN (JEREMIAH). CREATION MYTHS OF 
PRIMITIVE AMERICA IN RELATION TO THE 
RELIGIOUS HISTORY AND MENTAL DE- 
VELOPMENT OF MANKIND. Contains twenty long 
myths taken down word for word by Mr. Curtin from Indians 
who knew no religion or language but their own, and many of 
whom had not seen a white man until they had attained years 
of maturity. With an elaborate Introduction and Notes. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. net. 

ENGELHARDT (C.). DENMARK IN THE EARLY 
IRON AGE. Illustrated by recent Discoveries in the Peat- 
Mosses of Slesvig. 33 Plates (giving representations of upwards 
of a thousand objects), Maps, and numerous other Illustrations 
on wood. 1866. 4to, cloth. 31s. 6d. 


ENGLISHWOMAN’S REVIEW (THE) OF SOCIAL 
AND INDUSTRIAL QUESTIONS. Edited by 


Antoinette M. Mackenzie. Issued quarterly, sewed. 1s. 


FARNELL (L. R., D.Litt... EVOLUTION OF RE- 
LIGION. See Crown Theological Library, Vol. XIL, p. 13. 


GOLDAMMER (H.). THE KINDERGARTEN. A 
Guide to Frébel’s Method of Education. 2 vols.in 1. 120 pp. 
of Illustrations. 8vo, cloth. tos. 6d. 


HARRISON (A., D.Sc.) WOMEN’S INDUSTRIES 


IN LIVERPOOL. An Inquiry into the Economic Effects 
of Legislation regulating the Labour of Women. 8vo. 3s. 


HENRY (JAMES). AZNEIDEA,;; or, Critical, Exegetical 
and A¢sthetical Remarks on the A:neis. With a per- 
sonal collation of all the first-class MSS., and upwards of 100 
second-class MSS., and all the principal editions. Vol. I. 
(3 Parts), Vol. II. (3 Parts), Vol. III. (3 Parts), Vol. IV. 


(1 Part). Royal 8vo, sewed. £2, 25. net. 


HERBERT (Hon. A.). THE SACRIFICE OF EDUCA- 


TION TO EXAMINATION. Letters from “All Sorts 
and Conditions of Men.” Edited by Auberon Herbert. Half- 


cloth boards. 25. 
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HERBERT (Hon. A.) WINDFALL AND WATER- 
DRIFT. Verse Miniatures. Square 12mo, cloth limp, gilt 
tops. 25. 


—— and WAGER (HAROLD). BAD AIR AND BAD 
HEALTH. Dedicated to Professor Clifford Allbutt, Re- 
printed from the “ Contemporary Review.” 8vo, cloth, rs. 6d. ; 
sewed, Is. 


JOHNSON (E.). THE RISE OF ENGLISH CUL- 
TURE. With a brief account of the Author’s life and writings. 
Demy 8vo, cloth. 15s. net. 


KIEPERT’S NEW ATLAS ANTIQUUS. Twelve Maps 
of the Ancient World, for Schools and Colleges. Third hundred 
thousand. 12th Edition, with a complete Geographical Index. 
Folio, boards. 6s. Strongly bound in cloth. 7s. 6d. 


—— WALL-MAPS OF THE ANCIENT WORLD— 


WALL-MAP OF ANCIENT ITALY. Italia antiqua. For the 
study of Livy, Sallust, Cicero, Dionysius, etc, Scale 1: 800,000, Mounted 
on rollers, varnished. 20s. 


GENERAL WALL-MAP OF THE OLD WORLD. Tabula 
orbis terrarum antiqui ad illustrandam potissimum antiquissimi zevi usque ad 
Alexandrum M. historiam. For the study of ancient history, especially the 
history of the Oriental peoples: the Indians, Medes, Persians, Babylonians, 
Assyrians, Egyptians, Phoenicians, etc. Scale 1: 5,400,000. Mounted on 
rollers, varnished. 20s. 


GENERAL WALL-MAP OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE. 
Imperii Romani tabula geographica. For the study of the development of 
the Roman Empire. Scale 1 : 300,000. Mounted on rollers, varnished, 
245. 


WALL-MAP OF ANCIENT LATIUM. Latii Veteris et finiti- 
marum regionum tabula. For the study of Livy, Dionysius, etc. Scale 
I: 125,000. With supplement: Environs of Rome, ‘Scale 1 : 25,000, 
Mounted on rollers, varnished. 18s, 


WALL-MAP OF ANCIENT GREECE.  Greecize Antiquee 
tabula. For the study of Herodotus, Thucydides, Xenophon, Strabo, 
Cornelius Nepos, etc. Scale 1: 500,000, Mounted on rollers, varnished. 
245. 


WALL-MAP OF THE EMPIRES OF THE PERSIANS 
AND OF ALEXANDER THE GREAT. Imperia Persarum et 
Macedonum. For the study of Herodotus, Xenophon, Justinian, Arian, 
Curtius. Scale 1 : 300,000, Mounted on rollers and varnished. os. 


WALL-MAP OF GAUL, WITH PORTIONS OF ANCIENT 
BRITAIN AND ANCIENT GERMANY. Gallize Cisalpinze et 
Transalpinze cum partibus Britannize et Germanic tabula. For the study of 
Cesar, Justinian, Livy, Tacitus, etc. Scale 1: 1,000,000. Mounted on 
rollers and varnished, 24s, 
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KIEPERT’S WALL-MAPS OF THE ANCIENT WORLD—Contd. 


WALL-MAP OF ANCIENT ASIA MINOR. Asie Minoris 
Antiquze tabula. For the study of Herodotus, Xenophon, Justinian, Arian, 
Curtius, etc. Scale 1 : 800,000. Mounted on rollers and varnished. 20s. 


LAING and HUXLEY. PREHISTORIC REMAINS 
OF CAITHNESS. By Samuel Laing, Esq., with Notes on 
the Human Remains by Th. H. Huxley, F.R.S. 150 En- 
gravings. 8vo, cloth. 4s. 6d. 


MARCKS (ERICH, Professor of Modern History at the 
University of Leipzig. ENGLAND AND GER- 
MANY: Their Relations in the Great Crises of 
European History, 1500-1900. Demy 8vo, stiff wrapper. 15. 


OTIA MERSEIANA. The Publication of the Arts Faculty of 
the University of Liverpool, Vols. I-III. 8vo. 1899-1903. 
Each tos. 6d. 


PEDDIE (R. A.). PRINTING AT BRESCIA IN 
THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY. A List of the 


Issues. 55. net. 


ST. CLAIR (GEORGE, Author of “Creation Records,” 
“Buried Cities and Bible Countries,” etc.) MYTHS OF 
GREECE EXPLAINED AND DATED. An Em- 
balmed History from Uranus to Perseus, including the Eleusinian 
Mysteries and the Olympic Games. Demy 8vo. 2 vols. 16s. 


SCHLOSS (DAVID F.). METHODS OF INDUS- 
TRIAL REMUNERATION. 3rd Edition, revised and 


enlarged. Crown 8vo, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


‘Tn its new as in its old form the book is well nigh indispensable to the 
student who desires to get some insight into the actual facts about the various 
methods of industrial remuneration, and the degree of success with which 
they have been applied in the various trades.” —-Manchester Guardian. 


‘*More useful than ever to the students of the labour problem.”— 
Political Science Quarterly. 


SPENCER (HERBERT). AN AUTOBIOGRAPHY. 
Seep: 31. 


— PRINCIPLES OF SOCIOLOGY. See p. 31. 
— STUDY OF SOCIOLOGY. See p. 32. 
— DESCRIPTIVE SOCIOLOGY. See p. 32. 
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STEPHENS (GEORGE). PROFESSOR BUGGE'S 
STUDIES ON NORTHERN MYTHOLOGY EX- 
AMINED. Illustrations. 8vo, cloth. 8s. 


— THE RUNES, WHENCE CAME THEY? 4to, 


sewed. 6s. 


— OLD NORTHERN RUNIC MONUMENTS. Vol. 


Vere Lolo 20s-enet, 


VEILED FIGURE (THE), and Other Poems. Large 
post 8vo, buckram, gilt, cover designed by Mr. T. Blake 
Wirgman. 2s. 6d. 


VYNNE (NORA) and HELEN BLACKBURN, and 
with the Assistance of H.W. ALLASON. WOMEN 
UNDER THE FACTORY ACTS. Part 1. Position 
of the Employer. Part 2. Position of the Employed. Crown 
8vo, cloth. ts. net. 


WELD (A. G.). GLIMPSES OF TENNYSON AND 
OF SOME OF HIS FRIENDS. With an Appendix 
by the late Bertram Tennyson. Illustrated with Portraits in 
photogravure and colour, and with a facsimile of a MS. poem. 
Fcap. 8vo, art linen. 4s. 6d. net. 

‘¢This is a delightful little book, written by one who has all the qualifications 
for the task—the opportunities of observation, the interest of relationship, 
and the sympathetic and appreciative temper. . . . We do not attempt to 
criticise, but only to give such a description as will send our readers to it.”— 
Spectator. 


‘Everyone who reads the book will understand Tennyson a little better, 
and many will view him in a new aspect for the first time.” —Dazly Chronicle. 

‘*Tt is quite worthy of a place side by side with the larger ‘ Life.?”— 
Glasgow Herald, 
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LIST OF PERIODICALS, REVIEWS, AND 
TRANSACTIONS AND PROCEEDINGS 
OF LEARNED SOCIETIES 


PUBLISHED BY WILLIAMS & NORGATE. 


THE HIBBERT JOURNAL: A Quarterly Review of 
Religion, Theology, and Philosophy. Single numbers, 
2s.6d@. net. Subscription, ros. per annum, post free. 

“* There is, for English readers at least, no existing medium for expression 
of free-thought in this best sense ; and should anything but success await the 
venture of publishing ‘The Hibbert Journal,’ we shall confess painful sur- 
prise. . . . It will be a reflection on our theological and philosophical 
students if they do not show full appreciation of a journal so admirably 
planned and so strongly commenced. . . . For the form of the journal we 
have nothing but praise, the print being large and the margins ample. We 
have never with more sincerity wished well to a new undertaking; and 
should it fulfil its undoubted possibilities, ‘The Hibbert Journal’ must be 
of immense service to all serious and progressive students of the subjects with 
which it deals.”—Christian World. 


MIND: A Quarterly Review of Psychology and Philo- 
sophy. Edited by Dr. G. F. Stout. Published in the first week 
of January, April, July, and October. 4s. Per annum, 12s., 
post free. 


THE LIBERAL CHURCHMAN. A Quarterly Review. 
Subscription, 4s. per annum, post free. Single numbers, rs. 
net, 1s, 2a. post free. 


THE ENGLISHWOMAN’S REVIEW OF SOCIAL 
AND INDUSTRIAL QUESTIONS. Edited by 
Antoinette M. Mackenzie. Issued quarterly on 15th January, 
April, July, and October. Price 1s. Per annum, 4s. 6d., post 
tree: 


JOURNAL OF THE FEDERATED MALAY STATES 
MUSEUMS. Issued quarterly. Single numbers, 15. 6d. 
net. Subscription, 5s. per annum. 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL MICROSCOPICAL 
SOCIETY, containing its Transactions and Proceedings, 
with other Microscopical Information. Bi-monthly. 65. net. 
Yearly subscriptions, 375. 6d., post free. 
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LIST OF PERIODICALS, Etc.—Continued. 


JOURNAL. OF THE QUEKETT MICROSCOPICAL 
CLUB. Issued _half-yearly, April and November. Price 
3s. 6d. net. 75. 6d. per annum, post free. 


LINNEAN SOCIETY OF LONDON. Journal of Botany 


and Journal of Zoology. Published irregularly at various prices. 


ROYAL SOCIETY OF EDINBURGH. | Transactions. 
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